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A CONTINUATION of 
Letires Memoires, &c. _ 1. €. Letters, Memoirs, and Negotiati- 
ons of the Count D’ Effrades, His Moft Chriftian Majefty’s 
Ambaffador to their High Mightineffes, the States General . 
of the United Provinces of the Netherlands. At Bruffels, 1709. 
in t2mo, Containing Vol. 1. pag. 450. Vol. 2. $40. Vol. 2 
540. Vol. 4. 428. and Vol. 5. 384. Befides the Table. 


his Pretenfions. M. d’ Effrades, who was in Breda at 
the Treaty of Peace; receiv’d Orders the oth of May, 
1667, to go to the Hague, and acquaint the States, 
that his Mafter was refolv’d to enter into the Netherlands with 
an Army, by the end of that Month, to juftify his Queen’s Pre- 
tenfions. He was ordered, at the fame time, to do his urmoft 
to prevent the Conclufiou of the Treaty that was carried on at 


the Hogve between the Stvedes and the States, that the Apore- 
a hho | henfien 


To not long before his moft Chriftian Majefty own’d 
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henfion which the latter had of the Arms of others might di- 
vert them from their Defign of Succouring the Netherlands. On 
the other hand, M. 4’ E/trades was ordered to endeavour as much 
as poffible the Conclofion of a Peace with England, for. Lewis 
XIV. was afraid the Hol/anders would make a feparate Peace 
with the Exegli/h, fince both of ’em ought naturally to be jealous 
of the War he was bringing into tae Netherlands: So that the 
Report which was fpread at that time, as if the moft Chriftian 
King was againft concluding a Peace with Exgland, was falfe, 
as is evident by feveral Letters in thefe Memoirs, tho’ perhaps 
the Conje€ture might have been true, had not he himfelf been 
engaged in that War. The Letter which is in the 329th Page 
of this 4th Volume is very curious, to which we refer the Rea- 
der; where, among other Things, he will fee that the Count 
d’ Eftrades was miftaken in one of ‘his Conje€tures. About the 
middle of Fu/y fome Accidents fell out, which obliged the King 
of France to defire, that the Peace negotiating at Bred2, and 
which he had fo much haften’d, might not be concluded {0 foon: 
However, it was at laft concluded, and figned the latter End of 
the fame Month. | | 

Vol, 5. This laft Volume contains the reft of the Negotiations 
of the Count @’ Eftrades, till he-was called home by his Mafter ; 
thar is, till the 17th of Ot/ober 1668. It contains chiefly the 
Treaties of Peace between France and Spain, which was con- 
cluded at Aix /a Chapelle, whereby feveral {trong Places in the 
Low Countries were granted to France, and the triple Alliance 
between England, Swedeland and the States, which tended chief- 
ly to prevent the lofing the reft of thofe Countries. By a Let- 
ter of the Count d@’ Effrades we fee, that the common Treaties 
between France and England were in French, which is dire€tly 
contrary to what the Author of the Hiftory of the League of 
oe fays, as we formerly obferv’d in our Extra& of that 
 Hiftory. » 

They would have oblig’d the King of France, in the Negotia- 
tions of a Peace between him and the King of Spaiz, to confirm 
the Renunciations that had been made by the Queen of France 
to the Succeflion of Spaim, but his moft Chriftian Majefty or- 
der’d: his Minifter to declare pofitively, that he would never con- 
firm that Renunciation. All that follows fhews, that he never 
alter'd his Defign, but that he always built upon the fame Mo- 
del. However, ’tis true, that he promifed to the Dutch se 
| and, 
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hand, that he would confént, if the King of Spaz happened to 


die withont ffue, to the Cantoning of the Nerherlznds, provi- 
ded they futter’d him to enjoy all the reft of the Spanifh Domi- 
nions. The chufing of a Place for a Treaty of Peace between 
France and Spain being under Confideration, the Hague wes 
again mention’d; but ‘tis evident, that this did not pleafe the 
French King, fince M. d’E/frades had Orders to tell the Srates, 
that his Matter would willingly agree to it, but the States, who 
fend Am)affadors to all Courts, muft likewife fend an Ambaf- 
fador to Rome to difpofe his H>linefs, who had been accepted as 
Mediator by the two Kings to fend his Apoftolical Minifters to 
rhe Hague. At laft they agreed upon Aix /e Chapelle for the 
*iace of Conference ; but the Negotiations for the Preliminaries 
were incumbred with a great number of Incidents: For the Par- 


‘ticulars of which we refer to the Book it felf. 


The Court of France was much perplex’d about what was ne- 
gotiating in England, for faving the Nether/ands, and mightily 
fear’d a League between England and Holland. They wrote to 
the Count d’ Effrades about it in the ftrongeft Terms, and threat- 
ned to come to the utmoft extremity if the States went into ir, 
as at laft they a€tually did, and Sweden join’d in it. This was 
the reafon why the-King of France refolv’d to fubje& and en- 
tirely ruin the United Provinces, as a State, which he always 
found in his way, when he had a mind to put his vaft Projeéts 
in Execution. This was the true Caufé of that cruel War he 
begun to wage with them in 1672. 

The 22d of Fune 1668, the King of France communicated 
to.the States his Defign of going immediately into the Franche 
Comte with an Army to feize that Province, that by this Con- 
queft he might haften the Conclufion of a Peace. M. @’ Eftra- 
des gives us the Letter that he wrote to them on that Account. 
The States, who were neither willing to quarrel with France, 
nor to fuffer the Low-Countries to be loft, iollicited the Spazi- 
ards rather to deliver up part of thofe Countries by a Treaty of 
Peace, than to let the whole be loft by continuing the War. 

In the mean time the Treaty being concluded between Exg/and 
and the States, and Sweden, and the Duke of Brunfwick having 
entred into it, the States told M. a’ Effrades, that they would 
not have made this Treaty with Exgland, had they not been en- 
gaged to act forcibly againft the Spaxiards in café they refus'd 


the Alternative offer’d them; that in Token of their good In- 
raha | . | tentior; 
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tentions,they had fent a Deputy to Mide Caffe/ Rodigro, Governour 
of the Low-Countries, to defire him to ule-his Intereft that the 
King of Rrance might have his Choice; and-to-declare to himin 
cafe of refufal, that the Kings of England and Sweden, and the 
Duke of Brunfwick, with other Allies, would join with them to 
confrain him to it, This League feem’d to retard the Peace, or, at 
leaft, the K.of France would have it thought fo.. ‘He infinuated by 
his Minifter,that he would have made the Treaty more eafy before, 
than he could do now that the League was made; leaft it-fhould. 
feem asif he had beenconftrain’d to it. 

The 15th of April, 1668. There wasa Treaty made at St. 
Germains, betwixt France, England, andthe United Provinces, 
to procure a Peace betwixt the Crowns of France and Spain. 
We have here an account of, all the Negotiations, -relating to: 
this Treaty, which had the Effeét expected from it... The Spani- 
ards agreed to accept one of the New Alternatives offer'd them ; 
and the Peace was.concluded at Aix Je Chapel’e, the fecond:of 
May, 1668. . 4 } | | Sia 

Zz his Treaty was fcarce Sign’d, when the King of Spain’s Weak- 
nefs 





gave caufe to apprehend thar his Death would begin a: New 
War, and that the Netherlands might be quite loft. A League 
was then talk’d of between England, Spain, and the States, for 
their Prefervation. The French were alarm’d at it, and did their 
utmoft to prevent.it. According to the then difpofition of Mens. 
Minds, the Count de Effrades wrote, I fee but little hopes of 
Mr. De Witts fucceeding in br View, unlefs the King contents 
bimfelf with the other Alternative, and tbat .be do it meerly om the 
Interceffion of the States; and tbat thereby the- Triple, Alliance 
be diffolved, which in time will appear.to bave greater Confequences 
than st feems to have at prefent, » as ts RN! 
In the mean time, the Triple Alliance, which made fo much 
Noife, afterwards was concluded at. London, between England, -. 
Sweden, and the UmtedProvinces:: M. De Efirades {poke of iv: . 
to the Penfionary of Hol/and,, who anfwer’d, that this Alliance 
was no,ways contrary to the Interefts of his Moft Chriftian Mas 
jefty, but only for two Reafons; one.whereof was.at an end, viz,’ ° 
The Conclufion. of the, Peace: that .was lately made ; andithe: 
other continued, which was the Guaranty-of:that Peace; into: 


which, all Kingsand Princes: might enter:;: that they had: re" 
fus'd all, the -Propofals made. by the. Minifters.of Spaia and the © 


Emperour, to.be compreherded in it,;; © ii v $2g-c 
ia He. Ex 1Q HNO BAGS. ; This 
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This is fufficient. to. give an Idea of the Work ; there are Mul- 
titudes of other Curious Particulars, for which we refer to the 
Book it felf. | 


Fobannis Harduint- e Societate Fefu, Presbyteri Opera Seletta, 
tum. que jam pridem Parifis edita nunc emendatiora €7 Multo 
Autlsora prodeunt, tum que nunc primum edita, i. e. The Se- 
le&t Works of 7. Hardowin, of the Society of Jefus, as well 
thofe that haye-been already Printed at Parés, and which are 
here more Corre& and large, as thofe that are now Printed for 
the 1ft time. At Am/fterdam, 1709. in Fol. pag. 940. 


“HIS isthe Book which made fo much Noife at Pars and 

_ other Places, ,before it was Publifh’d. F. Hardozin, after 

he had carefully review’d all his Works, Corre€ted and Enlargéd 
them in many places, and added many things entirely New, was 
oblig’d by his Society to difown them, and to retra€t a good part 
of the Paradoxes he had inferted in them ; whether he did it 
willingly, or by Force, we cannot determine, but *tis certain, 
that we may compare this Book to a Lawful Child, whofe Father 
difowns him, after having carefully Bred him up to the Age of 
Maturity, and given him the beft Education he could. 
Firft, The 1{t thing that appears in this Volume, is Entituled, 
Nummi Antiqui oh aren: & Urbium lluftrati, i. e. An Expla- 
nation of Antient Medals of People and Cities. It was Printed 
in. 4to, the 1ft time at Paris, in.1684. ‘This Book otcafioned 
feveral. Murmurs and Complaints, that have been formerly taken 


_ Notice of. .. I fhall obferve but one of thefe Complaints, which 


is not remov'd by: this: Edition. “T'was complain’d, that he had 
not.added to the Infcriptions, neither the Figures nor the Re- 
verfes, . F... Hardoxin-anfwer'd,: that his Printer might add the 
Figures when ‘he would; and.as to the Reverfes, all the moft 
difficult and Curious had been explain’d at large, to the Number 
of .2000 and more ; and that he referv’d the more common for 
the 2d and 3d Parts of his Book, as he has promis‘ in his 
Preface. | | This 
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This isa meer Subterfoge, which cannot fatisfy the Publick, 

who will be apt to think, that F, Hardouin has not all the Fi- 
gures of the Medals he fpeaks of, but be that how it will, and of 
what ufe foever his Work may be otherwife, it muft always be 
very imperfe€t, fo long as thofe Figures are wanting. For my 
own part fays M. Berzard, | fhould value a Book of Geometry 
without Figures, as much as a Book of Medals where there are 
none, | : 
Mr. Foy Vaillant, the Celebrated Antiquary, thought himfelf 
ill treated by F. Hardowin in the Book, now mentioned. He de- 
fended himfelf in his Great Works in Two Volumes, where he 
treats of Medals, that have been ftruck in Honour of Emperors, 
Empreffes, and Cefars, in Cities that were Roman Colonies, &c. 
and which is Entituled, Numi/mata erea Imperatorum, Auguft- 
arum, €F Cefarum, in Coloniis, Municipiis,  Urbibus jure Latio 
donatis ex omni modulo percuffa. 

P. Hardouin reply’d in a Book Printed in 4to at Paris, in 1689. 
under this Title, Foannis Harduini Soc. Fefi Presbyteri, Antir- 
rbeticus, de Nummis Antiquis Coloniarum & Municipiorum ad 
Joannem Foy. Vailliant Medicum. This Antirrbeticws is not in 
the prefent Colleftion, and the reafon the Bookfeller alledges 
for it in the Preface, is, that the Corre€tions and Additions that 
F: Hardouia has made in his Works, render it almoft ufelefs. 

He tells us likewife, that befides feveral Additions of leflér 
Note, there are intire Differtations upon the State and Fortune 
of the Cities of Antioch, & Tyre, under the Emperours,on the Kings 
of Bithynia, on the Medals of the Kings of Cappadocia ; on the 
War of the Fews under the Empire of Adrian, which our Author 
calls a Fable ; on the Kings of Marritamia; on Medals that 
bear in their Infcription, the Name of Narbo s on the Months 
of the Paphians, where inftead of giving us fomething New, 
Our Author relates meer Fancies’; on the Medals of the Kings 


P of Pontus, on the Ancient Kings of Sicily, and on fome Sym. 


bols that we find in Ancient Medals, whereof fome, according 
to our Author, are what we now call Arma Cantantia. But it 
is proper to take Notice, that tho” he gives thofe Additions the 
honourable Name of Diflertations, moft of ’em are fo fhort, that 


_ they fcarcely take up a Page, or a whole-Column a pieces fo. 


that the leaft Number is of thofe, that may juftly deferve the 
Name. : 
4 
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I fhall content my felf with a few Remarks from the whole,” 


fays M. Bernard. 


1. M. Hardouin mentions in the 25th page, a Medal of Apv- 
mea, Wherein able Antiquaries think they found Dewcalion and 
Pyrrba, with the Symbols of the Deluge that happened in their 
time. - But our Authcr refutes thisOpinion. There’s nothing up. 
onthis Medal fays he, but an Ark Floating upon the Weters, 
and with a Man and a Woman init. A Dove Flying and bring- 
ing an Olive Branch in its Mouth. On the right hand before the 
Ark, march the Emperour and Emprefs, the one Cloth’d in a 
Coat of Arms, and the other in a long Robe. The EmprefS goes 
before, that we may know what fhe is, and not think her a 
Captive, We know very well, that Princes our of Civility, let 
Princefles of the fame Rank go before them. Both hold up their 
Hands in fign of Peace, and all this fignifies nothing according to 
our Author, but that the Inhabitants of Apamea in Phrygra, en- 
joy’d Peace by means of their Princes. 

To reprefent the Arms of the City of Apamew, they have an 
Ark wherein there’s a Man anda Woman, becaule that City 
formerly was call’d Kigers, a Greek Word, which fiznihes an 
Ark. They called it alfo Keaswai, which fignifies Blacknefs ; and 
this was wittily reprefented by the Kaven which perch’d on the 
Ark. The Ark Floats upon Waters, becaufe this City is Wate- 
red by the three Rivers Mar/yzs, Obrima and ‘Orga ; all which 
three empty themfelves into the Meander. The Dove with the 
Olive-Branch, is the Symbol of Peace, which thofe of A/zz, and 
particularly thofe of Apamea, enjoy’d after Severus had Con- 
quered the Parthians. Inthe like Medal of the Emperour P/yv- 
lip, we read thefe Words, Pace Fundtata cum Perfis, Peace being 
made with the Perfizns. Our Author alledges, that all that was 
faid of the Flood of Dexcalion and Ogyges’s, iskabulovs; and he 
obferves, that Virgil, who fpeaks of Dewcalion, in his hirft 
Book of Georgicks, makes no mention of the Flood. 

It is above Forty Years ago, fince M. Fa/consert caus'd a Dif- 
courfe on a Medal much like this juft now mentioned, to be 
Printed at Rome, which Medal was one of the Emperour Phiitp, 
and upon the Ark there was this Word, Nae, which fome think 
to be the laft Letters of the Word ATIAMEON, turn'd upfide down. 
But this Learned Italian, {uppofed that this Medal reprefented 


the Hiftory of Nevh, confounded with that of Dewcalion. 


EW 2.F. Har- 
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2. B. Herdouin informsus, that according to P/imy and the Me- 
dals, we have only the Names of two Kings of Bithynia, Pru/- 
as, and Nicomedes , but according to his own Conjectures, there 
are Five ; Firft, Prufias, who bas not the Title of a King in the 
Medals 3 2. King Prufias; 3. King Nicomedes ; 4. A fecond 
King Prufias, 5. King Necomedas, furnamed Epiphanes , or 
the Famous. eis ‘ ; 

3, Every Body knows that F. Zdardouin had a mind to run 
down the Credit of moft of our Antient Authors, whom he fup- 
pofes to be FiGtitious; except it he Phiny, the Georgicks of 
Virgil, and a few others. He form’d this defign long fince, for 
we perceive fomething of it in his Book of Medals, Publifhed 
25 Yearsago. For inftance, he tells us here in the 42d. page. 
that he rel'es more upon the fole Authority of Pdimy, than almof} 
upon all the reft of the Prophane Authors. 

4. In the 67th and 68th pages, F. EHerdouin fhews us that he 
is no Friend to the Meffieurs of Port-Royal. The paffage is Cu- 
rious enovgh to merit a place here. On occafion ofa Medal, 
where we have thefe Words Hippone, i. e. Libera, our Author re- 
futes the Etymology that Bochart gives us of the Word Hippo, 
by which Hippo Regis, would fignifie the fame as Port-Royal. Up. 
on this he obferves, that the place near Paris, calied Port-Royal, 
neither derives its Name from a Gulf, nor from a Port, feeing it 
is far from the Sea 3 and that thofe who {tile themteélves the 
Meflieurs of Port-Royal, ought not to flatter their Vanity by fo fine 
a Name, as if they were not content-to be called, tho’ unjuftly, 
Auguftinians ; except they add the Honourable Name of Port- 
Royalifis ; tho’ the true Name of that place be neither Port dz 
Roz, nor Port-Roya/, but Porrcés, in Latin Porrefiem. F. Har. 
dozin, owns hedoes not know when this Name was chang’d to 
that great one of Port-Royal; but the Axuguffinians are for ever 
deprived by this rare and fine difcovery, of the Honourable Rank 
they had among the Learned. 

5. Our Author, who reje&ts every thing that does not either 
favour his General Syftem, or his particular Idea’s ; does in the 
paflage where he mentions Adrian’s Wars with the Fews, which 
he thinks to be Fabulous, mightily abufe Grutey’s Infctiptions, 
becanfe there is one among them which does not favour his Opi- 
nion, He may have fome reafon however, in what he fays of 
Gruter’s Works, viz. that "tis incredible how many Falfé or 
New Infcriptions it contains, and how many there ate taken out 
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of old Parchments, which the Learned thinking to be True and 
Ancient, have caufed to be Engraven on Marble. As to profane 
Hiftory fays our Author, we believe almoft nothing but Medals, 
and Sele&t Writers of good Senfe ; as if there were not Counter- 
feit Medals as well as Infcriptions, and as if F. Hardoxuin did - 
not reject all Medals that don’t favour his Opinion. In the 
fame Article, he reje&ts one of Occos as Falfe, becaufe it contains 
thefe Words, Fudaica Expeditis, which confirms the Truth of 
Adrians Wat with the Jews. 

6. On the occafion of a Medal, which contains the Word 
KraON, our Author explains a Paffage of Horace, which he 
thinks no Interpreter ever underftood betore himfelf. It is in the 
36th Ode of the 1ft Book. 


Creffa ne careat pulcra Dies Notas 
Neu prompta modus Amphcre. 


Which Mr. Dacser Tranflatcs thus: 


Let this Day be mark’d with White: And don’t let us 
Spare the Bottles. 


F. Hardouin, would have Creffz Nota to fignify the Wine of 


Crefe, or Candja ; he obferves, that the Word Nota, is taken for 


Wine in feveral paflages of Horace : He laughs at them, who, to 
explain this paffage, have recourfe to a Cuftom of the Thraci- 
ans, who marked their profperous days with little White Flints, 
and unlucky Ones with Black ; which Cuftom was common fay 
they among the Thracians and Romans. Is there not a great deal 
of difference fays he, between this Cuftomof the Thraciaxs, and 
thofe of the Romans ¢ In what good Latin Author, do they find 
Creffa for Creta2, Chalk ; and whatrefemblance has Chalk to 
es Stones, with which they ufed to mark their Lucky 
ays. 

Erafmus and Hermolaus, who invented this Explanation, durft 
not maintain it; they thought, without being back’d by the Au- 
thority of any Manufcript, that we fhould read Tbre/z inftead 
of Crefa, Our Author boafts much of this Explanation, tho’ he 
fears, that thofe who admire the Trifles of the Ancients, and 
who don’t approve of new Things, but when they are the Au- 
thors of ’em themfelves, will sa es reject it, “ 

2 7. Un 
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(7, On the Kings of Srci/y he obferves, that tho’ thofe Princes. 
were the Royal Diadem, there was ncn? who ever took the 
Name ot King betore the Time of Alexander the Great. They 
were only called Fyrants, a Word, which every one knows, at 
firft was taken in a good Senfe: They did not fueceed one ano. 
cher, but the Cities, that had acknowledged them for their So- 
veraigns, often recovered their Liberties after their Death: Nog, 
muft we believe that one Perfon was Matter of all Sret/y, Geile 
was the firft that reigned at Syracufe, but Thero, whom Here. 
dotus call Movegx@, Monarch, reigned at the fame time at Agr: 
gentum , fince that Hiftorians tays, that both at one time obtain- 
ed-a-famdus Vi&tory over the Carthaginians, the fame Day the. 
Greeks overcame the Perfians at Salamina. There are Medals: 
wherein Gelo is called the Syracufian, and not Sicilian, becaufe 
he did not command all Sici/y: Neither do we find that he was 
tiled King in thofe Medals. And: tho’ the Lacedemonians, in an 
Embafly they fent him, gave him the Title of King of the Syracu-. 
fians, ic was only through Flattery,” P/yny fimply calls him 
(ielo the Tyrant. “Tis true, there are upon two Medals the Let. 
rers BA, which are the firlt Letters of Beane’s Kings but Har-. 
duuin, according to his Cultom, alledges the one to be falfe, and 
ihe other fufpected : But if we would have. the latter to be true, 
he anfwers, that the Title of King was given ta Ge/o but once. 
by the By, and-that none of his Succeffors durft ever take it. 
“2. In the Preface of this Edition we have a falfé Idea. of the 
fecond Work ; fince ’tis there faid that it has.three Queftions upon 
Baptilm,and that this Work is augmented. with a new Differtation. 
upon the Baptifm for the Dead, wherein our Author undertakes 
ro explain that difficult Paffage in the 1ft to the Corinthians, 15. 
29. for this feems to infinuate that the faid Paflage was-not men- 
tioned in the firft Edition, whereas tis there the Sabjett. of the 
firft of thefe three Queftions that are examin’d in this Piece. 
The Prefacer had done better to have faid, that this new Dif- 
fertation, . which. is otherwife very fhort, confounds all that 
F. Hardouin had alledged for the Explanation of. the. difficult, 
Paffage we juft now-quoted: In the firft Work our Author really. 
believes, that Sr, Paw/ {poke of thofe who thronged ‘to receive, 
Baptifm, by.reafon of the great Number of Perfons that Died in 
a littletime in the Church of Corinth, Here F. Hardouin rejects 
this Opinion, and thinks that St. Pau/ fpeaks of thofe who expo- 
%d themfglves to an infinite number of Affli€tions, and were 
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whelni’d with Calamities ; while’ endeavouring the Converfion of 
Infidels, whom we may look upon as really dead. 

Tis céttain, that in theScriptures, the words to be buptiz-d 
and death, are metaphorically taken in the Senfe F. Hardoain 
gives them ; but if his laft Explication fhould be receiv'd, what 
will become of the r{t Rule, that he has laid down in his firit 
Dicourfe, which is, that we fhould never have recourfe to a meta- 


phorical Senfe,when the Paflage we treat of may be underftood in. 


the proper fenle; by whieh Rule, he rejetts feveral mataphoricul 
explications, that fome Learned Men have given to the Paffige 
in Queftion?: Our Author without doubt, will anfwer, that this 
Rilecannot take place, but, when a Paffige may be underftood 
by taking the Words ina proper Senfe ; and that there is noroom 
for this in the paffage of St. Paz/, But the Interpreters that our 


Author has refuted by this Rute, will- fay thar ’tis becaufe they 


can’t give it any good Senfe to the paflage. He mentions by ta- 
king the Words in their Literal Senfe, and therefore they have 
récourfe to the metaphorical’ one. 


‘ The fecond Queftion that our Author examines in this Work, 


is, if for want of Water, we may Baptize with Wine. The 
third ison the Validity of Baptifm, conferred only in the Name 
ot Fefus Chrift. Thefe 3 Queftions were Printed the firlt time ac 
Paris, in 1687. in 4to. : 

3. The third-part of: this Volume, is Entituled S. fFoarrs: 
Chryfoltomi, ache ad Céfarium Monachum, Foannes Hardsinis 
Soc. Fefa Presbyter notis illuftravit ac Differtatione de Sacramento 
Altarts, ‘This Book was Printed in 4to at Paris, in 1689. We 





havean Extract of it in the Works af rhe Learned of the fine. 


Year, Vol. 18. pags 430. and inthe Univerfal Library, pag. 22. 


But it feems F, Hardouin was fatistied with neither: He aafwers. 


the Author of the Univerfal Library; in 1690. by. a Pamphlet 6 
4to.of 84 pages, and that Author anfivered him in the 19 Vol. 
of the Library; pag. 527. There isadded to it here, the An{wer 
ofa Jefuit in French. There is aDifcourfe upon the Words of 
the Confecration of theCup, where it: is called My/feriam bodes, 
the Myftery of Faith. _He-thinks the Cup -is {5 called; beciufe 
the whole Seoret ‘of “Faith’ and Religion, is contain’d in che 
Blood of Fefus-Chrift. At is called a Sacret; becaufe it was a 
long time concéal’d, and notrevealed but by Fe/zs (ri/t, And 
“wis called the Secret of Puith, becaufe the Blood of Carift con- 
tains, and teaches an Abridgement- of” all: the Chriftian Religion 
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which confifts in believing that there is a God who wilf not be 
appeas’d but by Blood, when he has been provok’d and offended 
by the Sins of Men. Our Author explains all this more at 
large. 

rh The athisa Piece Entituled De Naummis Herodiadum, which 
made the greateft Noife, becaufe therein Father Herdouin has 
more exaétly explain’d his Paradoxical Opinion, that moft Anti. 
ent Authors are Counterfeit. It was publifh’d the firft time in 
1693. but is now Corre&ted and Augmented with divers Medals 
and Remarks. Thofe who would avoid the reading of all this 
Work, and yet know in what Terms F. Hardouin explains his 
Opinion, as to the Counterfeit Antient Authors, will find it in 
this Edition, in the 348th pag.col. 4. and the 344th, col. a. 

He adds here a Letter from a Jefuit, to Mr. de Ballor ffeaux, 
in an{wer to what Mr. Bafnage fays, conceraing the Herod's in 
his Hiftory of the fews ; where he refutes the Opinion of F. Har- 
dowin. But peshaps it were to be wifh’d, that this Jefuit were 
in the Right, when he fuppofes, that Fo/ephws is a Councerfeit 
Author, who publifhes many Fables, and in a 1000 places con- 
tradi€ts the Sacred Writers, for then it would be needlefs to 
endeavour to reconcile them. F. Hardouin alfo maintains, that 
Dio is only a Copier of Fofepbus, in what relates to the Hiftory 
of the Fews. He alledges, that ic was not the cuftom to give one 
Perfon two Names, and by confequence, that the Key they have 
invented to reconcile the Jewi/h Hiftorian to the Evangelift, is of 
no worth. There never was a Prince fays he, call’d Herod 
Agrippa. So that the Herod of St. Luke, in the Book of the 
Ads, cannot be the 4grippa ot Fofephus. 

Our Author alfo maintains, that the Herods were good Pagans, 
and nct ¥ews ; thathe whom they call’d Herod the Gseat, pof- 
fefied nothing but udea, and did not Re-build the Temple of 
Ferufalem, as the Fewyh Hiftorian fays he did. °Tis not fays 
our Learned Jefuit. a meer piece of Bigotry, but a fort of Witch- 
craft,which leads the Defenders of Fofephws to talk foChildifhly, 
asevn the Common People cannot Scones Laughing at them; 
and rather tocallin Queftion the Truth of our Prophecies, than 
to accufe ‘Fo/ephus of having a mind to deceive us, For in the 
firft place, who can forbear Smileing, to hear that a little 
Prince of Fudea, fhould at bis own fole Charge, Re-build the 
Temple of Ferufalem larger, and more Magnificent, than it was 
before, &c. Formy part fays M. Bernard, J always believed as I 
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have faid elfewhere, that *tis ameer Fable which Fa/iphus tells 
us of the Re-building of the Temple of Ferafalem by Herod. 3 
am ready to believe, that Herod m’ght have repaired it; bur to 
believe that he Re-built it from the Foundations, or éven the 
greateft part of ir, would] am afraid, be to contradi&t the Pro- 
phet Haggai. Herod made ufe of the Materials of Zorobshe/s 
Temple to Build his own ; we cannot tay that Hered’s, and Ze- 
robabel’s were the fame Temple: No move than we can fay when 
we melt down a Silver Veffel, and of that fame Plate make ano- 
ther fomewhat like it, that it is the fame Veffel as before. There 
are fo many Faults in Fofephes, that they cannot be palliated ; 
they are fo vifibly oppofite both to the Hiftory of the Old and 
New Teftament, fo that I cannot fee what Intereft the 
Proteftants have any morethan the Roman Catholicks, fays M. 
Bernard, to uphold that Author. Even the Yews themfelves 
difown and deteft him, and why fhall we adopt him ? We may 
fay indeed, that his Work is a fine Romance, whofe Foundation 
is True. It were tobe wiflrd, that Mr. Ba/nage would anfwer 
F. Hardovjn, and write a Buok on purpofe to inquire into tie 
bottom of the matter; fince that Learned Jefuit maintains, that 
he relies folely upon the Scriprures and Medals. 

The Learned Lightforr had the fame Opinion of Fofepbus as 1 
have, as appears from his Words, qnoted by F. Hardouin, adds 
M. Bernard, as follows. Non video quidem egs qua ratione cam 
reverentiam F Modcftiam debeamus Jofepho, ut tanto fudore fa- 
mae ejusconfulamus, Inventendus eft alter Theudes, vel nefcio 
guid aliud abfurd: emplaftri applicandim potius, quam Yofepbus 
poltulandus falft , cuitamen & in Hiftoria & in Chronolugia titu 
bare €F vagari non infuetum. 

I perceive continues M. Bernard, that Fo/epbus is in the hands 
ef all Chriftians, and there is no Author that Proteftants read 
with more pleafure, next to the Scripture, than this Fewz/h Hi- 
ftorian, Burt they fhould underftand that he isa Romancer, and 
that he does not deferve any Credit, when he {peaks contrary to 
the Scriptures. Were it only for this, that the Sacred Writers 
lived at the time when the things they telated happened, or at 
leaft nearer to thofe Eventsthan Fofephus, Wemnay mike uit of 
what he fays that favours the Chriftian Caufe, becaufe he was 
their Enemy; but for rhat very reafon, what he faysagainft them 


is of noforce. He2 is not to be excus’d for omitting the Murder 
‘of the Children of Betblebem, by Herod’s order, nor of Fefus 
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Chrift  nor-perhaps of ‘Foba the Baptift. I fpeak thus faysM. 
_ Bernard, becaufe the pallage, where he mentions our Saviour, is 
vifibly feign’d ; and thar wherein he mentions his Forruner, ‘is 
not very certain. 

5. There is likewife added to this Colle€tion, a Latin Treatife 
cf i. Hardowin, upon the laft Paffover Celebrated by Jefus Chrift ; 
and twolittle Treatifes-in French, one by way of Dialogue, and 
the other by way ofa Letrerto defend the frit. Since the Opi- 
nion of this Learned Jefuic upon that knotty Queftion, and which 
has fo much puzzled the Learned, feems to be New, we {hall 
give it in his own Words, in his Frezch Writings. He fays then 
thatthe Holy Land was at that time divided into two particular 
Provinces, extieamly Populous, and equally Zealous of the Law ; 
viz, Fudea and Galile: (He paffes by the Samaritans who wete 
Schitmaticks,) and becanfe the gews and Gali/eans could not 
Celebrate the Paffover together, in fo fiiort a time as the Law 
pre{cribed, the Synagogue ordered that the one fhould Celebrate 
it on ong day, and'the other the day following. Our Lord, then 
being a Gads/ean by the place of his Habitation, Ceicbrated the 
Paflover with his Difciples, who likewifle were Gu/:/eans, on 
the Night that was appointed for their Nation: And the Jews 
of Ferufalem, with thofe of Fudea, put ic off till the next day. 
From whence he infers, that the 3 firft Evangelifts mention the 
Paffover of the Gali/eans, and St, ‘foba that ot the Fews, 

This Treatife of the Paflover, was Printed at Paris in gto, in 
1693. The Prefiaent Covfin, who was the Author of the Journal 
des Scavans, gives us an extra€t of it the fame Year, and fhews 
his dillike of the opinion of Father Hardouin, At the fame time, 
F. Lamy, Prieft of the Oratory confuted our Prieft, He anfwer’d, 
by a Book Printed that fame Year, Compofed of - Two Parts, 
which are both here; the firft is Entituled, daz Extrad of 2 Trea- 
vife of F. H. wpon the laft Paffover of our Lord: A Dialogue. And 
the fecond, a Letter of Eutebius to Irenaeus, upon the fame Subjett. 
The Prefident Cou/:z mentions thefe two Pieces in his- Journal, 
but did not think it worth while to anfwer what he had {aid 
again{t him ; and contented himielf with obferving, that it was 
not necefliry to give him any further advice, ashe had done in 
the Extract of the Treatife. But F Lamy anfwered F. Hardouin, 


‘suspriy, be feen in the fame Journal, Vol,21. pag:741. 
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Memoirs of M. L, D.'D. N. Containing the moft remarkable 
things that pafs’d in France, during the War at Paris, till the 
Imprifonment of the Cardinalde Retz, in 1652, with the Cha- 
ratters of the different Perfons who were engag’d in this War. 


At Cologn, 1709. im 12mo. pag. 290, 


sy E: Lady to whom-we owe thefe Memoirs, affures us that - 
4 fhe did not write as many others have done, either to make - 


her Apology, or to tell Pofterity the part4he had in thofe great 
and important Affairs. ‘ The Uprightnefs of her Mind, the In- 
* nocence of her Manners, and the Noble Simplicity of her Be 
haviour, which had always plac’d her above the reach of Slan- 
der, exempted her from all need of Apology : And the Inclina- 
‘tion fhe had for a quiet and eafie Life, hindred her from. ever 
meddling wich any other bufinefs, than what the Duty of her 
Condition oblig’d her to, Being defcended of a very Illuftrious 
Family, and plac’d among thofé of the higheft Rank, fhe al- 
ways perform’d her Duty, witha Modefty befeeming her Qua. 
lity, and was as much an Enemy to Trifling Uneafinefs, as to 
‘vain Oftentation : And‘being conteat with having acquired.good 
Indowments, fhe. never endeavour’d to makea vain fhew of 
them. . In thoféTumultuous Times, wherein France was fo vi- 
‘olently fhaken, and when almoft the Chief of either Sex, in- 


fee this fatal Torrent carry along with it, in fpite of all her en- 
deavours to the contrary, an Illuftrious Perfon, to whom fhe 
was very nearly related ; but at laft he recover’d himfelf. — 

The Hiftory of the League againft Cardinal Mazarin, which 
was call’d that of La Fronde, or the Sling, has been already 
wrote by fo many Peérfons, and the Memory of it fo frefh,chat “tis 
needle{S to give any account of it here. But fince our Author 
particularly applys her felf to defcribe the Chara€ters of the Per- 
fons, who had.a Hand in all thefe Contefts, and to thew us the 
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difcretely enter’d into Parties and Cabals, fhe avoided thofe . 
things with a Judicious Prudence; yet had the misfortune to - 
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tzafons that engag’d them, we fhall give you fome of their Cha. | 
ractets, : 

The chief Origin of the League call’d La Fronde,was accord. 
ing to our Author, the contempt the Leaguers had of Cardinal 
Mazarin, which was chiefly founded on his weak: and_ fearful 
Temper, that they began to difcover at the beginning of the 
Regency of the Q. Mother, during the Minority of Lewis XIV, 
and his Weaknefs in confenting to the difplacing ofa Man, on 
whom the Q. had beftowed the Benefice of §. Euflatiws, to put 
in his place the Nephew of him who was in it before him, 
There were {harp Satyrs writ againft the Cardinal. All the Sove- 
raign Courts, join’d with the Body of the City, and demanded an 
Union, the betrer to defend their common Interefts. The Cardi- 
nal underftanding what pafs’d, fent for the Deputies of all the 
Supream Courts, totell them that the Q would not allow thofe 
Ads of Union; and as he fpoke bad French, inftead of faying 
Alis of Union, he faid Ads of Onion ; which made his Adver- 
faries laugh at him. They likewife banter’d him on the gompa- 
rifon he made ufe of, to fhew the Deputies, that they ought to 
Obey what the Q. commanded ; viz. That if the King forbid 
them to wear Band ftrings, they muft wear none; becaufe it 
was not fo much the thing forbidden, as the Prohibiton that 
makes the Crime. She tells us, that rhe only way to cetermine 
the Cardinal to whatever they defired of him, was to abufe and 
threaten him ; but otherwife,. he was neither fenfible of Oifences 
nor Services, and neither Cruel nor Wicked; but being equally 
Covetous and Weak, he could not prevail with himfelf to do 
good to thofe who had done him Setvice, or to thofe that 
cou’d do himany harm® So that the only way to obtain an 
thing of him, wasto make him afraid, which feldom fail’d of 
Succes. 

She tells us that the D. de Bouillon engag’d himfelf in the 
Interefts of the Parliament of Paris, under pretence, that the 
Court had not indemnify’d him for the Soveraignty of Sedan, 
of which he was difpoffefs'd by Lewis X1V. tho’ many People 
were of opinion, that his Father ufurp’d it by a-Srrotagem, and 
not by the Lawful Donation of the laft Heirefs; but by holding 
a Pen in her Hand after her Death, asif fhe had Sign’d it during 
her Life. And others thought, that in concert with Mr. de Tz- 
renne his Brother, he had a defign to feize the Government of 
France, as Brince Maurice of Noffzu, had done that of Ho/land. 


But 
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But our Author fays, there is no likelihood, that a defign fo ex. 
travagant, and fo hard to be executed, could enter fuch Heads 
as thofe of Meflieurs de Bouillon and Turenne. - 
The D. of Beaufort, one of the Chiefs of the League call’d 
La Fronde, was an extraordinary Prince in every refpett. He {poke 
a certain Jargon of Words, fo Vulgar and confus’d, thathe was: 
Ridiculd for it by every Body: Yer that did not hinder his being 
Matter of Pars, which gave occafion tothat Jeft, on his way 
of {peaking ; ‘Ubat it was very neceffary fir a King to {peak the 
Language of bis Subjects , for his great power among the People, 
had gain’d him the Title of King of the Mob. The Coadjuror, 
fince known by the Name of the Cardinal of Retz, knew fo well 
how to infinuate himfelf, by pretending that he was irreconcile. 
able tothe Cardinal Mazariz, and confequently uncapable of 
deceiving the Party againft the Court, that the People ot Purvis, . 
if we may {peak fo, Ador’d him inftead of Loving him. He had 
no Wir, butentertain’d fo good an opinion of himfeif, thar he 
eafily deceiv’d fimple People. He likewife aff€ted to fhew more 
Ingenuity than he had, and by this method, half Truz, and halt 
Fiétitious, he pretended to more fincerity than difcerning Men 
knew to bein him 5 but thisinducd others to rely wholly upon 
his Honefty. The Coadjutor had no caufe to complain of the 
Court; on the contrary, he was oblig’d to the Q. for his Coad- 
| jutorfhip of Par.s, but he was a Man of unlimited Ambition, 
‘and had a mindto be a Cardinal at any rate. He might have 
attain'd to it, by fincerely adhering to the Honeft part, which 
was that of the Court; but feeing he could find noching to an- 
{wer his vaft Ideas, and fatisfie. the extent of his Imaginations, 
hutin extraordinary Adventures, he thought that his expectari- 
ons would be better anfwer'd by Parties and Troubles. Befides, 
he indulg’d his Inclination fo much, and had fo great a mind 
to every thing extraordinary, that he would prefer one of that 
Nature,, how mean-and Wicked fo ever, to any thing Good and 
Solid, if it could be attain’d to by ordinary means. His Spirit, 
tho’ penetrating and of-a very large extent, made him fubje€t to 
great MiSfortunes, for he aim’d at every thing, the’ it did not 
agree with him; pretended ev’n to Gallantry, tho’ it very ill be 
came him, and to Valour tho’ a Prieft. But the chief thing 
which engag’d him tooppofe the Court party, is very fingular. 
Being in Ita/y, the Book of the Confpiracy of Lewis de Fie/que, 
unluckily fell into his Hands , and as the readiag of Romances 
{fm 2 _ gene- 
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tally fpoils the Minds of Young Perfons inclin’'d to Love.; the 
reading of this Book had fuch an influence on the Ambitious head 
of our Coadjutor, that he would needs be a fecond Catalin, by 
confpiring againft his Native Country; and took more Pleafure 
and Honour in that Name, which they gave him fometimes, 
than he propofed to himfelf by the Cardinalfhip, which his Am- 
bition prompted him to at any Rate. : 

Daring the Civil War, the City of Pars: was fo much alter’d 

from what it was before, that one could fcarce know it.. The 
Citizens talk’d of nothing but War, of the price of Corn, -and of 
the Edi&t of 1617. which excluded all Strangers from the Govern- 
ment. Nothing but Affairs of State was the -fubjet of dif- 
-eourfe, among both Sexes, and they: that were moft Ignorant, 
were the moft. pofitive in their Determinations. “But in this 
General Caprice, when they talk’d of nothing but of Serious, 
Important, and Solid Affaris, they had fo-little Solidity in the 
Execution of ’em, that fcarce any ‘body bethought themfelves of 
the danger of carrying on a War againft Royal Authority ; which 
gave the Prince of Conde occafion to fay, that this War could 
not be well deftrib’d- but in Burlesk Vetrfe, becaufe the Parties 
{pent whole days in mocking oneanother. Nor was Bufinefg car- 
ried on in Parliament with more Dignity and Gravity : For 
when any Expedient was propefed for the Court, inltead of 
endeavouring to anfwer it with better Reafons than were pro- 
pos’d for it, it was entertain'd with fuch Shoutings, as Footmen 
make-at the Gates of the Court, or at Comedies; and therefore 
it was very properly call’d Froxder, or Burlefquing. This Word 
had another Original however, which was that of the Battles, 
which the Mob of Paris made by Slinging of Stones in the 
Suburbs and Ditches of the City ; to which People compar’d 
this of Paris, becaufe the Citizens knew no other Arms:; and 
they begun to bring the Word Fronde, or Sting in ufe, after thar 
Bachaumant, by {houting like others, faid that he was going to 
Sling at the advice of his Father, who was the Prefident de 
Coigneux. 

‘When they were at the point of making Peace, the Duke of 
Beaufort did all he could to preventit. One day he thought he 
had found out an infallible way for it, and propos’d it to Mr. de 
Bellievre, asking him by way of Advice, If giving a Box on the 
Face to Mr. de Elbeuf, would not change the Face of Affairs? 
To which Mr. de Be/ievre anfwer'd cooly, and more fuitable to 
: | his 
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‘his own Gravity, than to the Queftion, that he thought ic 
could change nothing but Mr. @° E/beuf’s Face. This occafion’d 
abundance of Laughter in thofe who heard this Difcourfe, and 
increas’'d the pleafant Stories the Parties made upon another, and 
efpecially of Mr. de Beaufort. 7 ? 

Our Author relates at large, the reafons which oblig’d the 
Q. Mother, and Cardinal Mazarin, tocaufe the Princes of Conde 
and Conty, and the Duke of Longueville, to be Arrefted. Thefe 
Princes had fuch ill Qualities, if we may give credit to this 
Writer, that we cannot wonder their Imprifonment caus’d 
fo.great.and Univerfal a Joy all over France, where the News 
of it was immediately fpread, that there was not the meaneft 
Citizen but had a Bonfire before his Door, befides thofe which 
were made at the Publick Charge all over Paris. Our Author 
paffes over a Witty faying of the Prince of Conde, who while in 
Prifon, having demanded fome Books to divert himfelf,. they 
ofter’d him the Book of the Imitation of ¥e/w Chriff, to which 
he anfwer’d; that he would rather they fhould bring him the 
Imitation. of Mr. De Beaufort; becaufe that Duke who had been 
Imprifon’d¥: had: found a way to get out; tho’ he was accufed of 
defigning the Death of Cardinal Mazarin. She gives us an ex- 
a€t account of all the defigns that were fet on foot to get thofe 
Princes out of Prifon. 

Twas thought the abfolute Command which the Q. gave 
Cardinal Mazarin over him, proceeded from a very particular 
Friendfhip; but our Author affures us, that it was nothing but 
her want of Inclination to Bufinefs, and her diffidence of her 
own Capacity; tho’ fhe had a very good Judgment in every 
thing, and in Council, always Judg’d-what was right. This Wri- 
ter likewife affures us, as a thing that was perfetly well known, 
that after the Cardinal left the Court, the Q. and he did not a& 
in concert, were frequently diffatisfied with one another; and 
that the Q. by the fame diffidence of her felf, repos’d the like 
Credit in other Minifters, as foon as the Cardinal was gone; 
and that all of-’em advifing her to fet the Princes at Liberty, 
fhe freely gave hér confent,. without remembring that fhe had 
promis'd Mazarin never to confent to it without his participa- 
tion. The Cardinals Creatures gave him an account of what 
pafs’d, and advis’d him to take the honour of it to him/elf, fince 
he could not preventit.. He follow’d their advice, and fet the 


Princes at Liberty, on better Conditions than thofe which the 
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Marefchal de Grammont was to bring them. So that the Maref- 
chal was defeated in his purpofe, and did not arrive at Havre, 
whete they were Prifoners, till after the Cardinal had difcharged 
them. This poffefs’d the People with a conceit; that theQ. was 
wholly..Govern’d by the Cardinal, notwithftanding the little 
Correlpondence there was between them. , 

The Duke ae Ja Rochefoucalt, who wrote the Memoirs of the 
Minority of Lewis the XIV. and the Maxims and. Moral Re- 
He€tions, which are fo much efteem’d, does not make any great 
Figure inthofe Memoirs of .our Author, who reprefents him as 
a Covetous and Cowardly Man, two Vices which are very fre- 
quently found together. The D. de /a Rochefoucaut, having gi- 
ven the Coadjutor an open Affront, by fhutting the Door of the 
Palace Hall upon him, Mr. de Brifac open’d it, and let him in, 
and at the fame time told M, de Rochefoucau/t, that if they were in 
any other place, he would give him an hundred pricks with a 
Spur, becaufe it was not worth while to Fight him. 

After which, being all threce return’d to their places, M, /a Reche- 
foucault {queczing the Coadjutors and Mr. Brifac’s Hands; told 
‘em with a low Voice, I could find in my Heart to ftrangle you 
both; to which the Coadjutor reply’d, calling him by the Name 
the Fronde had givenhim. Don’t concern your felf fo much, 
Camirade la Franchife, othing can happen between you and 
me, for you are a Coward, and Lama Prieft. This one thing 
alone very well defcrib’s at once, the Charafter of the three 
Perfons, who made fo great a Figure in the Party of the Fronders, 
or Slingers. | 

The Coadjutor arrived to the Dignity of Cardinal, againft the 
Mind ofthe Court. ’Tis true, they had obtain’d his Nomination 
toit, but ‘twas only to deceive him ; and they made no {eruple 
fome time after, to fend a Courier to Rome, to revoke that No- 
mination. But the Bailiff de Gondy having been advertis’d b 
another Courier from the Coadjutor, amus’d that of the Court, 
and retarded him, under a pretence of treating himwell; and at 
the fame time, haftned to Pope Innocent X. who he knew hated 
Cardinal Mazcrin, and told him if he would make the Coad jutor 
a Cardinal, he had no time to lofe; becaufe there was a Cour- 


ier at Florence, who was coming to Rome, to get his Nominati- 
on revok’d. 
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The Pope, who valued the Coadjutor, more becaufe he was 
an Enemy to Mazarin, than for any thing elfe, made halte to 
give him the Hat, before it could be thought he had received the 
French K’s. Letters, which Nominated another, to wit, the Ab- 
bot de /a Riviere. °’Twas thus that he made the Coadjutor a 
Cardinal, which very much furprifed and troubled the Court of 
France; who a little while after Imprifon’d him for all his 
Purple. Forthe reft we refer to the Book it felf, which is worth 
an? Man’s reading. | 











Entretiens fur le Decreet de Rome, contre le N. Teffament 
de Chalons, &c. i. €. Entertainments upon the Decree of 
Rome againtt the N. Teftament of Cha/ons ; and the true mo- 
tive of that Decree, maintaining the Right of the Bifhops of 

’ France, and juftifying the Approbation of Mon/eigneur de 
Noailles, Atch-Bifhop of Paris, 1709. 


of Chalons, was done by Father Quejne/, famous for 

the Perfecutions he fuffer’d by the Jefuits and their 
Party, and who is come to take the famous Mr. Arzax/ad’s place 
in Hol/and; both being obliged to take San@tuary in their Turn, 
in a Free Country, fromthe purfuits of thofe of their own Reli- 
gion. So that both of em have reafon tothink it has been well for 
them, that there were thofe the Caurch of Rome call'd Hereticks, 
fince they could fcarcely have found a Retreat in a Country 
were all were Roman Catbolicks. 

Ina Letter, which is before thefe Difcourfes, we are told, that 
if thofe whofe proper and particular Intereft it was, to defend 
this Tranflation of the N, Teftament, and the Refle€tions there- 
unto added, had thought fit to defend them againft that Subrep- 
titious Decree, wherein they are fo unjuftly abus’d, the Author 


of this Letter would fcarcely have let it gone out of the ia 


a HE Verfion of the N, Teftament, call’d by the Name 








280 Whe Works of He LEARNED, — 
of the Perfon,to whom he wrote a Narrative ofan unpretmeditated 
Converfation, wherein the matter cannot be handled with that 
Care and Extent, as fo important a Subje&t requires ; nor in fuck 
Order, as a Work that is meditated at leafure ina Clofet. “Tis ad- 
ded, that fincefor above a Year, that fomething was expected 
upon this Decrees there has nothing been yer publifhed, our 
Author-thinks the Publick will accept in good part from him 
_and hig Friend, what they mention inthis Book, for-the Juftifica- 
tion of the Cardinal-de Noai//es, and of the Work he has honour- 
ed with his Judicial Approbation, and Paftoral proteétion. 
That is, he would perfuzde us, that thefe are free Difcourfes, 
which fome Perfons had together, and that he has taken care 
to Colle&t’em. If fo, he that Colleéted them; muft have a very 
good Memory: Yet we-have fome reafon-to think, that he 
ipeaks Truth, fince we may perceive in fome of the paflages, 
a little diforder that appears frequently in free Converfations, 
where Men take the Liberty to paf$ from one Subjeét to another, 
to retiirn to the firft, and to make Digreflions,. which one would 
not readily do, if they wrote at leifure in their Clofer, 

As tothofe whofe particular Intereft *tis to defend the Tranfla- 
tion of the N. Teftament of Cha/ons, we cannot. well. tell who 
they mean. One would think no body is more concern’d to de- 
fend a Work than the Author. If this be the Wrirer of. the 
Prefaces Mind, the Refle€&tion would fall upon F. Que/nel, 
But fince in the Book it felf; he tells us that isno more the bufi- 
nefSof that Father, but of thofe who approv’d his Work ; and 
that this Work feems to be F. Que/nel’s Stile, one would fuppofe, 
that by fuch as are particularly concern’d to defend his Work, 
he means the Approvers ; yet the contrary is infinuated in the 
Letter; and we muft Charitably think, that Divines who pro- 
fefS fuch a Zeal for St. duguffin’s Do&trine, would not abandon 
this Father, im the hatred he has teftifyed againft Lying. The 
Writer of this Letter fays, that the Author of the Refletions %s 
not properly any further anfwerable, for what may be reprehen- 
fible in this Work, fince the Bifhops have adopted it, anda Car- 
dinal A, B. has thought it worthy, of his Prote€tion. He adds, 
that. we cannot hope for any. effe&t of the moft Solid Juftifications, 
when Authors are oblig’d to Print them in Foreign Countries, 
where the French is. underftood by few Catholicks; and that 
thefe Juftifications are hindred from entring the Kingdom of 
_ France, where they might be of moftufe, and beft again 
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He tells us, thatto prevent this, they watch ‘em with incom- 
prehenfible Diligence on the Frontiers,. and at Paris ; while 
they fuffer Wicked Libels to be Printed and fpread every where, 
again{t a Book folemnly approved by the A. B. and Printed by 
the Kings Authority ; and feveral Books wrote to corrupt the 
Manners of the People, and to difhonour Religion. The Com. 
plaint is Juft: But wemay anfwer F. Quefze/ and his Partitans, 
that fince they make Profeflion of the Romi/h Religion, they’ 
fhould maintain, according to its Principles. That they do well 
to condemn Heretical Books, or thofe fufpe&ted of Herefie - 
That the Pope having judged F, Que/ne/s Work to be fuch, and 
thofe in prefent Authority, being of the Pope’s Opinion, they 
do nothing but what’s Juft, and exa€tly follow their Principles, 
in condemning that piece, and whatever is wrote in its defenfe. 
He may fay they are miftaken, but who fhall determine it? We 
muft patiently wait till the latt day ; fo that we have no reafon 
to be forry for Men, when they fuffer for the ill Effets of their 
own Principles, The Fanfexifts would have all Heretical Books 
condemn’d; the Head of their Church judges their Books to be 
fuch ; let them fuffer the Condemnation then, without com- 
plaining of it. 

When ’tis faid, that it bekong’d to'them who approv’d of 
F, Quefnel’s Works, or to himfelf to defend them, they don’e 
mean that nothing had been wrote upon this Article. For Nine 
Years ago, a Divine caus’ four approv’d Letters to be Printed, 
wherein all the Objeftions againft that Father’s Works are refu- 
ted. Thefe Letters wete Re-printed four Years ago, under the 
Title of A Defence of the Mandate of the Cardinal de Nogilles, 
A.B, of Paris, being an Approbation of F. Quefnel’s Moral Re- 
Sleftions : And this Father himfelf, anfwer’d his Enemies chief 
Obje€tions in feveral Writings, and particularly in what he Pub- 
lifhed in his Defence againft the Fifcal of Mdilincs, and his 
unjuft and unlawful Judginent, under the Name of the A B. of 
that City. Thofe fays he, who are not contented with thefe 
Anfwers, are pittiful Wretches, whofe Libels defeave no regard, 
becaufe we are fure that they write with an ill Intention ; and 
that they are refolv'd never to be fatisfied. They are a Legion 
of Scriblers, who fucceed one another, and the laft always im 
pudently fet on foot the ObjeGtions retuted by others, as tho’ 
they had never been anfwer’d, * TI 
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The Piece under Confideration, is divided into three Enter. 
tainments, In the two firft, he —s into the true Motive 
of the Decree of Rome, againft the N. Teftament of Chasons, and 
juftifies the Affembly of the Clergy of France in 1705. upon the 
‘acceptation in Form of Judgment, of the Bull of Pope Clement 
the KI. He fuppofes that the true caufe of the Condemning 
F. Quefnel’s Work, was the madneis of the Court of Rome 
againft the laft Affembly of the Clergy of Frazce, and againft the 
Cardinal.de Noailles, who was the Prefident. They would mor. 
tifie that Cardinal, by condemning a Book he approv’d of. The 
Foundation of the Chagrin of that Court faysshe, was the ufe 
that the Affembly and their Prefident made, of the Do€trine of 
the Church of France, and of the moft Sacred Rights of the 
Epifcopicy, by accepting the Bull of Clement XI. according to 
the Orders of the French King, and the privileges of the Gal/ican 
Church. Therefore he juftifies here, the Right that Bifhops 
have to proceed by way of Examination and Judgment, at the 
acceptation of the Pope’s Conftitutions and Decrees, before 
they receive and give them the force of a Law, fos their Churches, 
in their Affemblies Provincial or National. 

In thefe two firft Difcourfes,. there are very {trong things faid 
againft the Court of Rome, which they don’t at all fpare, be- 
caufe they know very well that when fhe once darts out her 
Thunder-Bolts, fie never recalls °em. Rome fayshe, is like other 
Courts, and even more than others, a. Theatre of Humane Paf- 
fions, Intereft, Refentment, Jealoufy, and Intrgues Reign there 
aswell as in orher places ; and we generally fee there, under 
each Pope, a prevailing Fa€tion which does all, and difpofes ma- 
ny things according to their Humour, .in the Name and Authori- 
ty of the.Pope.. Our Author afterwards makes a diftinétion 
between one Decree and another; fome are Publifh’d out of 
Juftice, and others in Paffion; and he gives us Examples ofeach. 
But, perhaps fome will fay, the Author thinks thofé to be Juft, 
which favour his Opinion and Party, and thofe.to be Unjuft, 
which are contrary to it, For inftance, he approves the Decree, 
that Condemns the Book of the Maxims of the Saints, writ by 
the A. B. of Cambray, tho’ there were many People who believ’d, 
that the Paflion and Cabals of two Prelates, had a great hand in 
that Condemnation. | 

Hetells us inthe 2oth pag. that every thing in the Reign of 
this Pope, is carried on by Stealth and in the Dark, by the Faéti- 
on 
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én of Cardinal Fabroni, the Pope’s Favourite, who is more a 
Jefuit than the Jefuits themfelves. God knows fays he, what 
Tricks they put in pra€tice, and what fprings they feta going 
to fatisfie that Society. This is a fine Idea our Author gives us, 
of the Seat and Centre of the Popifh Religion. He likewife tells 
us inthe rt Difcourfe, that they put a pleafant Cheat on the 
Bifhop of Apt, to get him.to Condemn F. Quefnel’s RefleGions, 
Inftead of the N. Teftament of Cha/ons, approved with Reflegti- 
ons, they laid before that Bifhop the N. Teftament of Trevozx, 
the Work of Mr. Simon, condemn’d by the Cardinal de Nozilles, 
with the Notes of the fame Cardinal ; and by a Notable Trick, 
the Authors of the Ordonance left out inthe Title of the N, Tefta- 
ment, which they got this Bifhop to Condemn, thefe Words, 
Printed by the Command of the Bifhop and Count de Chalons: In- 
{tead of which, the Forgers of the Order, put in exprefs Words, 
That it was a N, Teftament Printed at Trevoux ; where ’tis cer- 
tain, the N. Teftament approved of at Cha/ons and Paris, was 
never Printed. By another Trick they certified the Bifhop of 
Apt, that the Book he Condemn’d, was not Printed at Paris : 
Sothat the Bifhop being at Mar/eilles, in 1704. which was the 
Year after his Ordonance, he frequently affur'd the Bifhop of 
Mar feilles, and his Vicar General, that what had been faid of 
his making an O:donance again{ft F. Quefnels Moral Reflzétions, 
Printed by Command of the Cardinal de Noailles, was falfe. It 


. this be true, here is Trick upon Trick ; and ’tis not much for the 


Honour of the Biftop of Apt, to have fuffered himfelf to be thus 
impofed upon. 

e undertakes likewife to prove in thefe Entertainments, that 
the Bifhops far from thinking themfelves oblig’d to receive the 
Decrees and Conftitutions of Roms, without examining them, 
and if we may beallow’d to fay, fo Blindfold, as meer Executi- 
oners, have on the contrary, afferted their Authority to amend 
them; and not only fuch asconcern Difcipline, but even thofe 
that relate to Doétrinc. He quotes divers inftances in France, 
Spain, and other parts of the Chriftian World. We fhall only 
mention one ; Charlemagne had confulted the See of Rome, con- 
cerning the Chorepifcopi, againft whom he had received Com- 
plaints on all fides, that they Ordain’d Priefts, Deacons, and 
Sub-Deacons, and perform’d other parts of the Epifcopal Fun- 
tion. Leo 3. ordered them to be condemn’d, and afterwards to 
be Banifht. The Bifhops being Affembled, examined the Popes 
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Decree, thought it too Severe, and amended it, by ftriking out 
the Punifhment of Exile,and contented themfelves with ordering 
‘that no more Chorepifcopi fhould be Ordain’d ; and that thofe 
in being, fhould for the future perform no Epifcopal Funfior, 
(on pain of being excluded from allEcclefiaftical Orders) and 
that they fhould hold themfelves content with the Order of 
Priefts. 

The third Difcourfe examines the Decree in reference to the 
Book condzmn’d by it. He does not give us an account of the 
Propcfitions condemn’d, becaufe the Decree mentions none in 
particular; and becaufe he leaves that to the Author of the Re- 
fi.tions upon the N..Teftament, and the Approvers of the 
Woik; if they think fit to anfwer thefe Objeftions, which he 
fays, no Perfon of Authority has yet done; thofe who pretend to 
it being only paultry Libels, Compofed by Vagabonds. - Perhaps 
he fhould have added fays M. Berard, that thefe ObjeCtions are 
of no force, tor if they were, the Quality of the Authors, and 
the Nature of the Books they are writin, isno good Argument 
why they fhould not be retuted, : 

He has added to thefe three Entertainments, the following 
pieces, becaufé they are mentioned in them, and ferve to juftifie 
what he has advanc’'d. 1. The Pope’s Brief to the King, on 
account of the Aflembly in 1705. in Latin and French, with {e- 
veral Remarks on the Margin, which are pretty long, and not 
much for the Credit neither of the Pope, nor the Secretary who 
wrote the Brief. 2. Extra€ts of the Pope’s Letter to the Bifhaps 
of that Affembly on the fame Subje&t, with Refle€tions. 3. The 
14th Councel of Toledo, compos’d of 17 Bifhops, Solemniz’d 
under Pope Benedi? the fecond, in the Year (of the Spa- 
nih /Era) 1222, in the Reign of Eruige V. and of our Redeemer 
1184. with fome Notes. 4. A Letter from an unknown Hand, 
tothe Cardinal de Noailles, Arch-bifhop of Paris, upon his Or- 
der for publifhing the Bull of Pope Clement XI. on Fanfen:fm. 
5- An illuftration of a paflage in the Difcourfes, which belongs 
to the Hiftory of Foba Grimani, Patriarch of Aguileia, and the 
Hand that the Cordelier Peetti, afterwatds Pope Sixtus V. had . 
in hisperfecution. 6. Eight Propofitions taken out of the Re: 
ficCtions on the N, Teftament of Cha/ons, wherein one may plain- 
ly fee, that thefe RefleCtions contain none of the Errors con- 
demn’d in the 5 Propofitions, but the quite contrary upon each 
of thofe Propofitions, 7. The Mandates of the 3 lLaft seine? 
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of. Chalons, for the Approbation of the N. Teftament Printed 
there, with Morai Refieftiens. 8, The Approbations of the 
Doftors of Divinity of the Faculty of Paris. 9, The Approbati- 
ons of 4 Letters wrote in Defence of the ReflsGtions upon the 


N. Teftament. 


The Baxquet of Xenophon, doné from the Greek ; with an Iptro. 
duétory Effay tothe Eady Jane Douglafs, Eldeft Daughter of his 
Grace the Duke of Queensberry end Dover , concerning the 
Dotfrine and Death of Socrates. By James Wellwood, M. D. 
Fellow of the Royal College of Phyfitians, London, Printed for 
John Barnes, at the. Crown zz Pall Mall ; and Andrew Bell, 
at the Bible and Crofs Keys zz Cornhil, in 120, 1710, 


pag. 167. 


H E Author, who is very well known, by other Pieces 
that have recommended themfelves to the Publick, 
fays to him it feems ftrange, that in a Country where 
Tranilations are become fo much in fafhion, this piece of Xevo- 
phon’s has never yetappear’d in Evg/i/h. He owns, that he has 
neither a Genius, nor Inclination for Tranfliting, and that this 
is his firftt of the kind. He hopes he has done his Author no 
great Injuftice, having follow’d him as near the Greed, as either 
his Skill in that Language, or the vaft difference between the 
Idioms of it and ours coud allow. He has made boldto give a 
modern Turn to fome few Paflages, which if Literally Tranflated, 
would have founded harfh, and perhaps might have admitted of 
an ill Conftruétion in our Age. He gives us a fhort Character 
of his Author, in the Words of Taneguillus Faber, one of the 
Learnedft Criticks in the laft Age, vsz. That in this little piece, 
everything is an Original, every thing agreeable, and cvery 
thingInftruftive. °Tis Nature, the Graces, and Vesus Urania 
that {peak ; and to fay all in one Word, ’tis Socrates that Lalks; 
and Xezophon that writes. | Th: 
S 





286 Che Mowks of the Lnarnen, 

This Piece being well enough known in the Original to the 
Learned, we fhall content our {slves with this fhort Account of 
it by the Tranflator, for the fake of the Exgli/h Reader. 

Here you will find the Immortal Socrates at a Banquet with 
his Friends, and Friends worthy of him, ‘tis here he Laughs, 
and is Metry, enters into a great many Facetious and Diverting 
Subjeéts, and complies with the Cuftoms that were ufually ob- 
f{erved at fuch Entertainments ; till in the end, he leads them 
infenfibly to the Nobleft Notions of Vertue and Morality ; and 
allthis in a manner fo very agreeable and Inftru€tive, that one 
can hardly diftinguifh between the Jovial Companion, and the 
Confummate Philofopher.. . 

For the better underftanding the Difcourfes of Beauty and Love, 
which we frequently meet with in this little Treatife, the D. ob- 
ferves, that tho’ Socrates and his Followers chiefly admir’d, and 
paid Homage to the Beauty of the Mind, yet they were wonder- 
fully fond of the Beauty of the Face and Perfon ; becaufe they 
had a Notion, that the Soul of Man being a Ray of the Divine 
Nature, and fubfifting at firft alone without a Body, came after- 
wards under the Influence and Direttion of an Almighty Power, 
to concur towards the Formation of that Body, which "twas to 
Animate ; and therefore it always aim’d at as great a Refem- 
blance between itand its Body, as pofflibly could be between two 
things, fo far in their Natures different. 

Thus *twas their Opinion, that a Soul Originally Vicious,became 
Naturally the Inhabitant of a deform’d Body ; and on the con- 
trary, a Vertuous Soul, that of a Beautiful Body ; And confe- 
quently, according to the degrees of Vertue or Vice, implanted 

at firft in the Soul of Man, he came to be in his Perfon more or 
lefs Handfom or Ugly. This being their Opinion, *tis no won- 
der they put fuch a Value on Perfonal Beauty, in which ever of 
the Sexes *twas found, feeing from it they concluded the Beauty 
of the Mind. But Scerates himfelf was a remarkable Exception 
tohisown Rule, being one of the Homelieft, if not Upliett 
Men we read of. °Tis needlefs to infift any more on this, fince 
common Experience, as well asthe Common Maxim, That she 
Face is @ Falfe Glafs, thew that there is nothing in that Opinion 
of this Learned Man and his Followers, if they realiy Entertain’d 


it, and did not rather make it a Subje& of a Diverti : 
fation, thanan Article of theis Belief. erting Conver 
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‘ For the Effay coficerning the Death of Socrates, which is the 
Doétors own, and makes up one half of this little Book, he 
gives an Account in it of Scerates’s Birth, and Chara€ter, of the 
great Potts he arrived to in the Srate of Athens, upon the account 
of his Merit, notwithftanding the meannefS of his Birth. On 
this occafion, he gives us a fhort account of the Conftitution of 
the State of Athens, and of the great Zeal the Arhenians had 
for preferving their Liberties, wherein Socrates: came behind no. 
Man; tho’ he met with a Fate which is too common to the beft 
Patriots, viz. To be condemn’d to Death upon a Falfe Accufati- 
on of corrupting their Youth, on pretence of Affe&tion to his 
Scholars,and of introducing New Gods,to the eternal Reproach of 
Atbens ; fince he was one of the moft irreproachableMen that ever 
liv’d for ftri€tnefs of Morals, and one of the moft Pious Men that 
the Heathen World could boaft of. He heard the Inve&tives of 
his Accufers, with the fame Sedatenef§ of Mind, and Evennefs of 
Temper, that he had always Preach’d up to others ; and refus'd 
to make ufe of his own Eloquence, or that of others for his De- 
fence ; but made an EXtemporary Speech, which the Dr. here 
givesus ; and for its Native Simplicity, and inimitable Lofti- 
~ nefs, prefers to all the Study’d Orations of Demofthenes or Cicero, 
He gives us likewife-his laft Difcourfes with his Scholars and 
Friends, and for the manner of his Dying fays he, much exceeded 
Seneca, and Cato the Younger. 
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Hiftorical Memoirs about Communion in both kinds; by Mr. L°En- 
fant, Paffor of the French Church at Berlin, and Chaplain to bis 
Majefty the King of Pruflia : Communicated to the Author of the 
Nouvelles de la Republique des Lettres. . 


i appears by Ecclefiaftical:Hiftory, that from the firft Centu- 
_ ry of the Church; feveral Hereticks violated the Inftitution 
of Chriff, concerning his Laft Supper ; and that the Primitive 
furch vigoroufly oppofed thofe Innovations, and was very. 
Zealous to preferve that Inftitution in its Purity. = 
ee 0 
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After the 2d Century, S. Ireneus witnefles, that the Here- 
tack Marcus, who gave Name'to the Marcofians, boafted that 
he could by his Prayers, and certain Ceremonies, change the 
Wine into Blood. Pro Calice enim Vino mixto Fingens fe gratéas 
agere, €F in multum extendens Sermonem invocatsonis, purpureum 
& rubicundum apparere facit, ut putetur ea-gratia ab e1s que funt 
fuper omnia fuum Sanguinem Stillare in illus Calicem, Kren. 
I. 1X, pag. 57. ‘ 

The fame S, Ireneus fays, that the Fbionites did not Admini- 
{ter the Lord’s Supper with Wine, but with pure Water ; Repro. 
bant itaque bi Communionem Vini Caleftis, & Solam Aquam fe- 
cularemyolunt efje, Iren. v.1. pag. 394. §. Epspbanius afcribes 
the fame Pra€tice to the fame Hereticks, Ad a’teram Myfterij 
partem meram Aquam adbibent, as well as to Tatian, and the 
Encratites, as George Calixtus had already obferv’d, in his Dit 
courfe againft the taking away of the Cup. p.m 82. Epiphan 
Her. xxx. § 16. & xlvi. §. 2« 


The reft we fhall refer to our next. 
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An Account of Switzerland, and the Grifons: As. alfo of the 
Valefians, Geneva, the Foreft-Towns, and their other Allies. 
Containing the Geographical, and prefent Political State of al 
thofe Places. By Signior Vendramino Bianchi, 2 noble Ve- 
netian, who refided in thofe Countries, on the part of the mof 
ferene Republickof Venice. MadeEnglifh from the Italian Ori- 
ginal. Printed at Venice, in 1708. London, Printed fir 
J. Knapton, ae she Crown in St, Paul's Church yard, 1710. 


‘SvO, p- 144. 


HE principal Inducement which prevaild upon Signior 

Vendramino Bianchi, to publifh this Account of Switzer- 
land, the Grsfons, Orc. was the great Scarcity, and almoft-en- 
tire Want of Authors, which give a fufficient Account of 
the prefent State of thefe Countries and Governments : 
For tho’ fome few French-and Latin Books {peak of them, ’tis 
rather with Regard to diftant than later Times; and not 
without one Authors contradicting another in fome things: 
And thofe few which have written on their prefent State, 
have done it fo fparingly, that tis impofhible to draw from 
their Books, fufficient Materials to form a true Idea of 
them. 

In the Account it felf, our Author, for Brevity’s fake, has 
thrown into a general Difcourfe whatever univerfally regards 
the whole Nation, excepting in the Cafe of the Grifons; and 

“then comes to treat particularly of each Canton of the Helveiie 
Body; of the Valefsans, Abbot, and City of St.Gal, Gc. 1 
fhall be brief in my Tranfcriptions from his general Account, 
which regards their Scituation, Soil, Rivers, Cuftoms, Polli- 
cies, &c. and alfo in giving the Subftance of what he offers 
upon the particular Cantons. 

Switzerland, together with the Country of the G ifons, and 
its other Allies, are fcituated bewixt the Amperial and French 
Territories, bounded on the Eaft by Ty-ol, on the Welt by 
Burgundy and the Franche Comte ; On the North by Alface, the 
Black-Fcres#, and part of Swabia; joining to Iraly only on the 


South; at the Valley of Aofa, part of the Dutchy of Savcy s 
re) Of 
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of the State of Aslan; of the Bergamafco, and Brefciano. It is 
concluded by Geographers, to be the higheft Country in al] 
Europe, for thefe two Reafons : First, its exceflive Cold, which 
a few Months of the Year only excepted, continually prevails 
there to that imtenfe Degree, as to tranfmute the Ice to the 
very hardeft fort of Rock-Chryftal, which the Inhabitants di 
out of thefe Mountains, and thofe bordering on Savoy; an 
alfo to hinder the ripening of the Fruits of the Earth; for 
even in the mildeft Years, the Wines never reach fuch a Ma- 
turity as to be drank, without a remarkable Prejudice to. 
Health, till they have been kept about a Year; (an Incon. 
venience which is compenfated by their jafting Good, be- 
yond Comparifon, longer than any of the Italian Wines) and 
as for their Corn, the Seafons will not admit of Sowing or 
Reaping any other Grain but Wheat or Rye, wholly exclu- 
five of {fmaller Grains, 

The Second Reafon is, the Number of Rivers which owe 
their Source to thefe Mountains ; and from their great Height 
alone receive that ftrong Impulfe which hurrys ’em ina per- 
petual Defcent, thro’ vaft and diftant Countries, viz. The 
Adda, Ticino, Lint, Aar, Rufs, Rhone, ‘fan, and the Rhine; 
with other fmaller Rivers: No Valley being without its Ri- 
valet, nor fcarce any of the Alps, without fome little Lake at 
its Top; So that this Country richly abounds with Waters, 
all which are pientifully ftor’d with Fifh. Rist 

Except Wine, Cattle, Butter, and Cheefe, and all forts 
of Milk-Diets, with which this Country abounds, and a mo- 
derate Provifion of Corn; our Author obferves, that it is 
obliged to have from other Nations whatever elf is neceflary 
for its own Ufe or Trade; being wholly deftitute of Salt, all 
Sorts of Metals, &c. and yielding but a fmall Portion of Flax 
and Hemp, in proportion to the large Quantities of Linnens 
made there. ‘However, all the circumjacent States vie with 
each other, to fupply it with whatever it wants ata very 
reafonable Rate, laying on their Commodities the Jowett 
Cuftoms. poffible-; fo that the Swiszers are fo far from the leaft 
Sollicitude about providing themfelves with Neceflaries, that 
they have it always in their Power, by the numerous Offers 
made them, to choofe the moft advantageous Bargains. 

Our Author proceeds-next to take Notice of the Stricnefs 
of their Military Difciplin ; and of the Ways by which the 

. Cantons 
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‘Cantons give each other Notice of any Invafions; viz. By 
keeping Guards at the Tops of the Mountains at a propor- 
tionable Diftance from each other, which reciprocally adver- 
tifing one another by their Beacons, and Signals of Smoak by 
Day, and Fire by Night, and in a very few Hours alarm the 
whole Country: In which Cafe, every one of the Cantons, 
and of the Afies, knowing exadly its contiagent Portion, 
either for Precaution or Defence, rallys its Forces together, 
and without ftaying for any other Orders, difpatches them to 
the Part pointed out by the Signals to be that ia Danger, 
arming and providing them with Powder, Ball, and Bread for 
fome Weeks: So that ’tis computed, that on Occafion, in 
the Space of two Days, the Switzers may have on their Bor- 
ders an Army of at leaft, Forty Thoufand Men. for their 
common Defence. 

After a lohg Series of Struggles for their Liberty, this Peo- 
ple were declar’d Independent on the Empire at the Peace of 
Weftpbalia, in 1648. The firft Incentive to their Refolution, 
fprang from the Severity of the Governor of Uri, who com- 
manded, That all Perfons who pafs’d within Sight of one of 
his Caps, which was {tuck on a Spear, fhou’d uncover, and bow 
to it; which being negleé&ed by one William Tell, who bluntly 
went by it with his Cap on his Head ; in punifhment of this 
irreverence, the Governor fore’d him to throw a Dart at a 
Ball placed on one of his Sons Heads $ vowing the Death of 
both of *em, if he threw the Dart over it, or mifs’d his 
Aim. 

The Father, tho’ a dextrous Archer, with a trembling 
Hand, caft the Dart, which being guided rather by his Inno- 
cence, than his prefent Confufion, hit the Ball without hurt- 
Ang his Son: But being to throw but once, and. having, brought 
two Darts with him ; the Governor, defirous to know the 
Reafon of it, from his own Mouth, promis’d to fave his Life 
if he would confefs the Truth. Wiliam Fel, depending upon 
his Word, confefs’d the fecond Dart to have been defign’d 
againft the Governor's Life, if the firft fhou’d have chane’d 
to have toach’d that of his Son: Upon-which the Gover- 
nor, having oblig’d himfelf to {pare his Life, condemn’d him 
to a perpetual Imprifonment in a Caftle ; which he efcapd by 
Flight as they were condudting him to it, 


oe This 
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This haughty and inhuman A&@ gave the finifhing Stroke 
to the Refolutions of the three Cantons of Uri, Schwytz, and 
Underwalden ; who for fome time before, had been difpos'd to. 
fhake off the Yoak of Slavery: And they accordingly took. 
Arms ;- expell’d the Governors, and kill’d fome of them; de. 
molifh’d the: ftrong Caftles, fet up for an Independent Govern. 
ment, and took the Field, in order to defend their Liberty 
with their Lives. : 

The firft Action happen’d in the Month of Novemb. 1 215, 
at the Pafs call’d Margheften, where Leopold, Duke of Auftria,. 
attemping with Twenty Thoufand Men to é€nter the Province 
of Schwytx,.the Number of Switzers, being no more than Thir- 
teen Hundred Men, was intirely defeated: And they then. 
took the Name of Swi'zers, in honour of the Province of 
Schwytz, where this glorious Battle happen’d,. And after. 
this, the other Ten follow’d the Example of thefe three Can- 
tons, entring into the ftricteft Alliance with ’em; and the 
Number of Battles may be faid to be infinite, which this Va- 
liant Nation fought with feveral Princes, particularly with 
the Houfe of Auffria, and the Dukes of Burgundy; and thofe. 
attended with victorious, and fometimes miraculous Succefs ; 
they always giving Proofs of their Valour, and inimitable 
Conftancy, even in the Face of the moft unfupportable Fa- 
tigues and Dangers; in all which, the Princes their Enemies, 
were fo far from gaining a Foot of Ground of the Switzers,. 
that when ever they were attack’d, they always came off with 
Glory, and the Conqueft of fome new Country. 

Their Liberty being thus eftablifi’d by the Fatigues of Iong 
Wars, and a vaft Effufion of Blood ; they have form’d them-. 
felves into a great Republik, compos’d at prefent, of thirteen 
Signorys, which. they call Cantons, viz. Zurich, Bern, Lucerne, 
Uri, Schwytz, Underwalden, Zug, Glaris or Glarona, Bajil, Fry- 
burg, Solothurn, Scaffbufen, and Appenzel: Of which, Zurich, 
Bern, Bafil, Schaffhufen, the greater part of the Canton of 
Glaris, and the half of that of Appenzel, are of the reform'd 
Religion, and the reft continue Popifh to this day. Each Car- 
ton makes a Figure of a Republic, they being independent 
oneach other; and altogether they form one very confidera- 
ble Republic; valued by all Princes to that degree, that ’tis 
hard to exprefs, with what Earneftnefs Afonarchs of the firft 
Rank ftrive to have it well affected to ’em. : 

The 
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The particular Government of the Cantons, our’ Author : 
proceeds to obferve, is partly Ariffocratical, partly Democra- 
fical, and partly mix’d of both. Of the firft Kind are Bern; 
Lucern, Fryburg and Solothurn ; in which the Perfons who,. 
compofe the grand Council, term’d that of T20 Hundred, are 
chofen by the free Votes of that Council it: felf, and by the: 
Body of the beft Families of the Cities, exclufive of the reft of 
their Territories. Of the Second fort are Uri, Schwytz, Under-. 
walden, Zug, Glaris, and Appenzel, in which the Government: 
isentirely popular ; and there not being in thefe Cantons any 
Cities which retain the Sovereign Power in their own Hands, . 
all the Villages of their whole Country are free, and have a: 
deliberative. Vote in all important Affairs. Of the mix'd Spe- 
cies are Zurich, Bafil, and Schaffbufen; where tho’ the Coun-. 
try People, like thofe of the firft four Cantons, are fubie& to- 
the Cities ; yet all the Cities are diftributed into Twelve or- 
more Tribes, in which every one of them, when he marries,., 
is obliged to Regifter himfelf, purfuant to the Art or Trade 
which he follows; each of thefe Tribes make its own Head 
without any Regard to Nobility of Birth, or to any thing 
elfe befides perfonal Qualities folely ; he is call’d- the: Zumfr— 
meifter, has a Vote in the Senate of Ffiy, and confequently 
in that of 720 Hundred. Befides this Privilege, the Tribe has . 
a Right of Eleting a determinate Number: of Sub:eGs into-. 
the Body of the fore-mention’d Counctls ; there EleGion be-~ 
ing confirmd, only as it were out of Formality, by the grand | 
Councils, without their ever rejecting any of them, - 

_ Our Author proceeds to treat of the Inferiour Magiftracies ; 

of the Cantons in general, the Penalties they infli€-upon feve- 
‘ral Crimes, their Severity in the Execution of - Jultice, &c. . 
which J. have not Room to take particular Notice of in this . 
Place: But fhall proceed to fome fhort Hints out of that pare 
of the Work before us, where he {peaks of the Cantons in par- 
ticular, and. of their feveral Allies: 1 have not Room to he - 
large, but fhall endeavour, by what | fhall preduce, to give 
the Reader fomething of an Idea of this Performance. 

The Canton of Zurich, our Author obferves,. is bounded on 
the Eaft, by. Turgow; and the Territories of the Abbot of 
St. Gali; on the Weft, by the Canton of Zug; on the North; 
by the Rhine, and the Canton of Scheffoaufen; and on the 


$‘uth, by the Cantons of Schwytz, and Giaris. It enterd in-- 
to . 
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ao the Number of the Cantons in the Year 1351. Having for 
its Capital, one of the richeft, and moft populous, and beft 
fortify’d Cities in Switzerland ; where, befides the Arfenals, 
ltd with a numerous Train of Artillery of all Kinds, and 
great Quantities of Arms and Ammunitions ofWar, there are 
alfo, feveral great Storehoufes of Salt, and Granaries of Corn ; 
an -order to be always furnifh’d with a fufficient Referve to 
‘fupply the Occafions, not only of the City, but of the whole 
“Territory, in Cafe of a‘barren Crop of Corn, or any Accident 
obftructing, the bringing of Salt from the Aufrian Ter- 
Titories. | 
The Bernois, who are thought, according to Calculation, 
to poflefs near about a third Part of the Country of the 
Soxitzers, form’d the fecond Canton inthe Year 1352. Their 
‘Country touches‘on the Eaft, on the County of Baden, and 
_ the Cantons of Lucern, Uri and Underwalden , extends on the 
‘Weft, to the Earldom of Nesfchatel, and ee id as it were 
incircling within.it felf the whole Canton of Pyburg ; and on 


‘the North, bordering on the Canton of Solothurn, tora long 
Space joins to the Aufrian Territories, and ftretches on the 
South to the Country of the Palefians, and almoft to the Cone 


fines of Savoy. 

Lucern enter’d into the League, in the Year 1332, being 
furrounded on the North, South and Weft by the Canton of 
Bern; excepting only that on the South, it touches for a fimall 
Space on that of Underwalden; and on the Eaft, it is bounded 
by the Canton of Zvgg. The Canton of Uri, which may be 
faid to have been the firft Author of the Liberty of the Swit- 
xers, becaufe in it, Ano 1307, was concerted the firft League 
‘with the Cantons of Schwytz and Underwalden ; extends from 
the Mountain of St. Gerhard, to the Lake of the Four Can- 
tons; is a large Valley water’d with the River Ru/s » having 
in it no Place diftinguifh’d by the Name of a City, unlefs 
<a that Honour to Alorf, which is the moft populous 

illage. : : 

Our Author goes on to give brief Accounts of the other 
‘Cantons ; 1 fhall here take: Notice only of what he fays upon 
that of Bafil; which tho’it is but a {mall Canton, has its So- 
vereign City, to which it owes its Name, the largeft and : 
fineft in all Switzerland, 3 

The Origin of this City is of an ancient Date, tho’ Writers 


differ 
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differ about the precife Time of its Foundation; and it is very 
much fam’d for the Learning of. its Univerfity: For the- 
Rhine, which with a Majeftick Current,. richly abounding. 
with Water, flows thro’ the Middle of it, and leaves the Part 
of is towards the Marquifate of Baden, to be call’'d Little 
Bafil; and for the great Church, which was.rebuilt by the 
Emperor Henry, Surnam‘d the Holy, in the Year roro 3. for 
the Council held there, and for the illuftrious-Men which it. 
has yielded to the World, | 

Befides the Happinefs of its-Climate, it enjoys that of be- 
ing a great Road for Merchandize to France and the Empire, 
which proves a confiderable Advantage to it: Its Territory is. 
not of a large Circuit, but very even, pleafant and fertile in 
Corn and Wines: It borders.on the Eaft, on the Canton of 
Solothurn; on the Weft and North, on the Auffrian. Coun-- - 
tries; viz. on the Black Foreft, a Partof the four Foreft-Towns ; 
and on the Soath, on Alface. 

The Allies to the Sws/s-Cantons, are the Grifons, the Val /t- 
ans, the Abbot and City of St. Gaul, the Cities of Atulbausen, 
and Biel, or Bienne, the Earldom of Nexfchatel, and City of 
Geneva; not that all of ’em are really Allies to the whole- 
Helvetic Body; but-fome only to part of it: Our Author, is 
oblig’d to inlarge more upon thefe than he has done in the: 

rticular Defcriptions of the Camsroys themfelves, as in the 
Cafe of the Cantons, he might be allow’d to reftrain himfelf,, 
becaufe he had before particularizd many things with regard! 
to them in the general Difcourfe. 

As to the Grifons, he obferves, That if their Country was 
as plentiful: as it is vaftly large, they woud neither need the- 
Schwebian Corn. to fuftain their People, nor with fo much 
Anxiety, hunt after Occafions of ferving in foreign Armies, . 
 todraw Money from them to help their own narrow Circum- 
ftances: Yet this is none of the moft barren Countries; and: 
tho’ great part of itis not fit forany other Ufe than Pafture, 
there are many very pleafant Vallies eafie to be cultivated ; 
and if the greater Advantage which the Inhabitants make of 
it, by planting Vines, did not hinder the fowing of Corn, ’tis. 
thought the Grifozs wou'd not have Occafion to beg the 
Corn of Schwabia ; a thing which, tho’ wifh'd for by the wifett- 
amongft them, is not ealie to be reduced to Praétice, becaufe 


"twou'd too mach wound the Intereft of many private Men. 
| ees This. 








x6 6©=—- The Works of the Learnep, 


“This Country joins on the North to Schwabia, on the Eaft to 

‘Tyrol, on the South to the State of Adilan, and the Venetigy, 
“Territories, and on the Weft to Cantons of Uri, Glaris and 
Appenzel ; fo that it may be confider’d, as furrounded for the 
greateft part, with the-Countries of the Houfe of Aufria, 
while that poflefles the Milanefe, 

Our ‘Author gives a large Account of the Ancient and Mo- 
‘dern State of this Country, which Ihave not Room in any 
Meafure to tranfcribe into this Place ; I fhall only prefeni the 
‘Reader with the Charaéter which he beftows upon this Peo- 
‘ple, which is this: The Nation is on all Accounts worthy of 
ove and Applaufe; its Gentry, are, as much as any other, 
-addifted .to the Study of all Arts and Sciences’; they are of an 
-aétive and piercing Genius, ftrongly inclin’d to the Militaty 
Art; and in the Opinion of feveral, more eafily learn the 
‘Trade of War than the Swstzers themfelves: They are very 

eafie, human, affable, generous, tractable, and civilizd in 
their Behaviour ; a People very different from what they are 
taken for, by thofewho have feen them no otherwife than ata 
Diftance, and are not-willing to confider of ’em as any thing 
more than Adountainiers. 

In the next place, our Author gives us a brief Account of- 
the People and Country of the Valefians: Their Name, he fays, 
is deriv’d by fome, from the deep and long Valley whichthey 
inhabit, which begins at ‘the Mountain call'd Furca, where the 

‘_Rhofne rifes, and extends to the Lake of G.neva: It is fitu- 
ate betwit the Country of Bern, and that of Savoy; and tho’ 
the Mountains around it are extreme High, and their Tops 
always laden with Snow at all Seafons of the Year, yet it is 
well provided with Pafture-ground for all forts of Cattle, &c. 
And on the higheft Tops of thefe Mountains are found Quan- 
tities of Chryftal, and fome Mines of feveral Kinds of Metals. 
In the Plains, which fucceffively open: to our View, the Soil 
is very fertile, not only in the Produétion of Corn and Wines, 
but alfo in Fruit, to that Degree, that in Quantity and Qua- 
lity, it has little Reafon to envy /aly. The Inhabitants are 
divided into the Upper and Lower Valefians, betwixt which 
have formerly rifen Contefts about Dominion, ia which they 
proceeded to Arms; and Fortune deciding in Favonr of the 
former, they remain’d Sovereigns over the later, who yet 
enjoy many of thofe Privileges which are ufually allow‘d to 

all the Bailiages {ubje& to the Switzers, or their Allies. ; 
The 
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The Benediétin Abbot of St. Gall, who has the Title of Prince 
of the Empire, keeps his Refidence ina Monaftery of his Order, 
which together, with a large and magnificent Church, joins 
to the Wall of the City of St. Gal]: He was alfo Sovereign of 
the City, but that by Money, gain’d its Independence in 1660. 
It is of the Proteftant Religicn; very little, but well kept ; 
populous to the laft Degree; drives a rich Trade, particular- 
ly in Exchange, and all forts of Linnens, which are mauv- 
faétur’d by the Inhabitants, and abundantly exported. And 
the Government having made fome very rigorous Laws, 
which:are obferv’d, with the utmoft Exactnefs, in order to 
bring this Manufacture to greater Perfection, aad to keep it 
here, this Trade hath remov’d hither by little and little, from 
Conftance, which before had it intirely. 

Under the Earldom of Neufchatel and Valangin, our Author 
‘obferves that this Country, anciently part of the lefler Bur- 
-gundy, and the Canton of Berm; the City, which imparts its 
.Name to the whole Country, lies on the Banks of an indiffe- 
rent large Lake, to which it alfo gives it Name: ’Tis very 
pleafant, and replenifh’d with Artificers, who vie with thofe 
of Geneva, efpecially in the Art of Watch-making: Their 
Language is French, but very. much corrupted amongft the 
meaner People: Their Manners are polifi’d to the laft de- 
gree ; the Gentry moft earneftly addicted to the Exercife of 
Arms ; and the Civility and Politenefs of their Deport- 
ments, and their great Capicities render them acceptable to 
all Nations, induftrious and apt to learn all forts of Employ- 
ments. They.are in Alliance with the Four Cantons of Berz, 
Lucern, Fryburg, and Solothurn. Our Author feems to be of 
Opinion, That the Right of the Earldom, at the Death of 
the late Dutchefs of ‘Nemours, did not fairly devolve upon the 
Houfe of Brandenburg. 

After this, follows a fhort Account of the City of Geneva, 
and of the Revenues, and Number of the People, of the Can- 
tons and their Allies; which 1 have not Room to give the 
Reader the Subftance of in this Place. 3 


Pp A Vindi- 
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A Vindication of the Church of England, from the Afperfions of a 
late Libel, Entiled, Prieftcraft in Perfeétion, &c. Wherein 
the controverted Clanfe vd the Church’s Power in the Twentieth 
Article, is fhewn to be of equal Authority with all the rest of the 
Articles, andthe Fraud and Forgery charg’d upon theClergy upon 
Account of that Claufe, are retorted upon their Accufirs, With a 
Preface containing fome Remarks upon the Reflections on that 
Pamphlet. By a Prieft of the Caurch of England. London, 
Printed for R. Wilkin, at the King’s Head in St, Paul's 
Church-yard, 1710. 8vsa p. 218. 


"3 HE Pamphlet which our Author writes againft, is, | 
& doubt not, by this time, fuffictently known to the 
Learned World. 


The Reflections -againft which he dire&s the preateft Part 
of his Preface, are to be met with at the End of The Au 
nagers pro and con, &c. A Book which mutt be well known, as 
it has undergone at leaft,; four Impreffionsin.a very fhort time. 
The Author of thefe R-flections is of Opinion, That.the Geatle- 
man who wrote Prieftcraft in Perfection, might have fpar’d all 
the Pains he hath taken to prove that the Church’s Power was 
not contain’d in the imprinted Book of Arttcles that was 
eftablifh’d 7 Rogol for that, as he undertakes to thew from 
the Law it felf, and from undeniable Authority, none of the 
Articles contain’d in that imprinted Book, were coofirm’d by 
Law, except thofe Articles which only concern the Confefion 
of the true Chriftian Faith, and the Dotbrin of the Sacraments ; 
which confequently muft overthrow the Legal Eftablifhment, 
not only of that fingle Claufe, but of that.and feveral other 
intire Artlcles.. : 


This Opinion of the Author of the Managers Pro and Con, &. 
our Author endeavours to confute in the Preface to the Work 
now in hand ; and in the Book it felf, he anfwers what is al- 
ledg’d againft the Validity of the difputed Caufe in the 20th 
Article, by the Author of Priefcraft sm Perfeaion, 1 thall ie 

uce 
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duce the Subftance of twa or three of his Arguments againft 
the former of thefe Opinions ; and then proceeded to give the 
Reader a brief Account of fome of the principal Particulars 
in the Book it felf. 


In order to make good his Hypothefis, the Reflecter obferves, 
That the Articles referr’d to in the A& of Parliament, are 
all the Articles of Religion which only concern the Confeffion of the 
true Chriftian Faith, and the Dottrin of the Sacraments; as the 
AG it felf expreffes °em; and that by this Expreffion, are ex- 
cluded all otiec Articles which fall not under thofe two Heads, 
viz. Articles of Difciplin, @c. that Mr. Selden does not only 
thus interpret the Law, but alledges in Defence of that Inter- 

retation, that the Articles were fubfcrib’d in that Senfe ‘till 
Archbifhop Bancrofi’s Time; and that it appears, from a 
Speech made in the Parliament of 1575, that the preceding 
Parliament, when they enjoin’d Subfcription to the Articles, 
did firft put out feveral of them: Whence he concludes, That 
the Parliament of 1571, did not confirm all the 39 Articles, 
but only fuch of them as contain A@tter of Faith, and the Do- 
Grin of the Sacraments. And to this our Author anfwers : 


First, That as theArticles pafs’d by the Convocation of 1562, 
and ratify’d by the Queen, had all the Authority neceflary to 
make them obligatory, and were fubfcrib’d by Virtue of that 
Authority only, for above 9 Years, "till the Parliament of 
171. injoin’d Subfcription to them under a Penalty ; as they 
had no other Authority when they were review’d, and again 
fubfcrib’d by the Convocation of 1571 3 and were to be fub- 
fcrib’d to;,even by that A& of Parliament, as Articles pafs’d 
in Convocation, and confirm’d by the Queen, without the 
leaft Mention of any further Authority added, or intended to 
be added by the Parliament, or any farther Confirmation of . 
them either thought neceflary, or defign’d them by that AG, 
more than with Regard to thofe who were /ubjett for Wrath 
more than for Confcience fake, to enforce that Subfcription by 
a Penalty that would not have been made without it: Ass this 
was all the Confirmation by A& of Parliament, which the 
Articles of our Religion ever had; fo, with Regard to the 
Obligation they lay upon Confcience, it had not been the leaft 


Prejudice, to their Authority if they had never had this: 
. Pp2 Nay; 
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Nay, in fome Senfe, they may be faid to have had even a Le: 
gal Authority without it; inafmuch as they had, even with- 
out this pretended Confirmation, all the Authority requifite to 
make them obliging by an Aé& of Parliament (AC 29. Hen, VIII, 
Cap. 9.) in this Behalf. So that if this Gentleman were able 
to prove, not only of fome, but of all the Articles, that they 
were not confirm’d by Parliament, they would remain of un. 
queftionable Authority for all that. 


secondly, Our Author obferves, that it isnot fo plain as the 
Refletter imagines, that any of them were either intended to 
be excepted, or aQtually excepted, by that Act which en. 
joins Sub{cription to the Articles. He fhews, that the Title 
which the A& gives the Book of Articles, does not imply thus 
much: But that if this A@ intended to enjoyn Subfcription 
only to fome of the Articles, the Compilers of it would not 
have contented themfelves with a general Defcription, either 
of thofe that were to be fubfcrib'd, or of thofe they defign’d 
to exclude by this A&, which woud leave it uncertain which 
were to be fubfcrib’d, and which not; but woud have ex. 
prefly named at leaft thofe they intended to exclude, inafmuch 
as, without fuch an exprefs and particular Determination of 
that general Exclufion, the Senfe of the A& had been left 
uncertain, and confequently, the due Obfervance of it impof- 
poffible, unlefs a Law cou’d be obferv’d without being un- 
derftood: : 


Thirdly, Unlefs it were plain, both, that fome of the Ar- 
ticles were intended to be excluded from the Subfcription en- 
join’d bp this Ad, and alfo which thefe Articles are, the A& 
muft be concluded to enjoin Subfcription to’em all: For tho’ 
we could imagin a Parliament capable of intending an Ex- 
* ception without fufficiently exprefling it, and of enjoyning 
Subfcription to the Articles with a Referve, and yet leaving 
it uncertain what Articles: were within that Law; fuch an 
Act, even contrary to the Intention of it, wou'd include what 
it defign'd to except; and the Articles intended to be ex- 
cluded by it, woud be as obligatory as. any of the reft, even 
by Virtue of this A& that fhou’d have excluded them, fuppo- 
fing they cou’d not be certainly known : Becaufe upon that 
Suppofition, no-Man cou'd be fure of fulfilling the AG, with- 


out 
{ 
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out fubfcribing every one of the Articles. What the A@ 
makes fo neceflary, that without the Performance of it, no 
Man can be certain to fulfil the A&, that it certainly enjoins 
to be perform’d, and confequently the A& of the'13th 
of Queen Elizabeth, does enjoyn Subfcription to all the 


Articles. 


This, our Author obferves, appears farther, if we confider 
that, by Virtue of this A&, as the Articles were to be fub- 
fcrib’d by the Clergy, fo they were to be alfo publickly read 
by them in their Parifh-Churches, and their unfeigned Aflent 
declar'd to them, and no Doétrin dire@ly contrary to any of 
them, maintain’d and perfifted in, and ‘all this under the Pe- 
nalty of Deprivation: Now tho’ the Parliament fhould be 
fappos’d to have meant this only of fome Articles, without 
fuficiently diftinguifhing which ; Who- woud: have incurr’d 
fuch a Penalty, by venturing to leave any one Articte out of 
his Subfcription, or Declaration of Aflent, or to maintain a 
Dodrin contrary to any one of the 39; fince the Refledfer 
himfelf owns it founcertain, which of them was excepted by 
this A& ? Nay, who woud have rifqu’d the Lofs of his Bene- 
fice upon fuch an Uncertainty, as that the Parliament did here- 
by intend to except any of them? So that, at the worft; 
their Intents upon fuch an impoflible Suppofition, wou’d have 
had no Effeé&t, for want of being: more fully explain’d; and 
unlefs we cou’d have any Grounds to believe that they were 
not able to explain themfelves, their not doing it, is a clear 
Argument they had no fuch Defign: And we may fairly con- 
clude, that, for whatfoever Reafon the A@ under Confidera- 
tion is worded as ic is, the Parliament certainly intended that 
all the Articles fhou’d be fubfcrib’d; that the Clergy fhou’d 
declare their unfeigned Affent to them all; and that they 
fhou’d not maintain any Doétrin repugnant to the leaft Claufe 
of any of the 39, under the Penalty of Deprivation. 


And whereas the Reflecter fays, ‘“‘ That Mr. Selden does not 
only thus interpret the Law, but alledges in Defence of 
“* that Interpretation, that the Articles were fubfcrib’d in that 
“ Senfe ’till Arcbifhop Bancroft’s time” ; our Author obferves, 
that this is falfe in Fact ; he having now by him four feveral 


Subfcriptions to the Articles, made by Virtue of this Act, on 
the 
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the Years 1582, 3§84, and 1590, upon two printed Copies 
of the Articles, of the Years 1581, 15865 which Subfcri- 
ptions do plainly include all the Articles. And whereas the 
Reflecter urges farther in Defence of his Hypothefis, the Com- 
plaint of Archbifhop Parker, that the Parliament did put out 
of the Book the Articles for the Homilies, confecrating of Bi- 
fhops, and fuck like ; our Author —_ that this was attem- 
pted by a Party in the Houfe of Commons before the Aa 
-pafs’d ; but the A& it felf taking no Notice at all of it, nor 
the Party in whofe Favour thefe Exceptions muft be fupposd 
to have been made, ever pleading this Exemption, during this 
-Queen’s long Reign, it cannot be conceiv’d, that the Ac& was 
pafsd with thefe Limitations any way annex’d toit. This 
-Obje&tion was indeed afterwards made in K. Fames the Firf’s 
Time, as Mr. Rogers tells us in the Preface to. his Expofition 
of the Articles; which the Reader may meet with there, to- 
gether, with a large and full Anfwer; and which therefore I 
{hall aot tranfcribe into this Place. 


Thus much I thought fit to prefent the Reader with out of 
“our Author’s Preface, in Anfwer to the Reflection upon 
Prieftcraft in Perfection ; whofe Book has been fo generally re- 
ceiv’d by the World: I proceed now to give fome Account 
of the Book it felf, and of the Arguments which our Author 
‘brings to clear the Clergy of the Imputation of Forgery, with 


‘Refpe& to the difputed Clanfe of the 2oth Article of our 
Church. | 


And here, after having, obferv’d, that the Clergy are now 
-charg’d with the fame Forgery, of which Archbifhop Land, 
and the Prelates of his. time were accus'd; and that they need 
no better, Defence againft it than what that Archbifhop 
then made;; and having fhewa how this Charge was laid 
againft Archbifhop Lavd, ina Letter from Mr. Burton to the 
_ temporal Lords of his Majefty’s Privy Council, viz. ‘* That 
“* the Prelates, to juftifie their Proceedings, had forg’d a 
““ new Article of Religion, brought from Rome (which gave 
“© them full: Power to alter the Do@rin, and Difciplin of our 
—* Chorch at a, Blow, end had foifted ic into the Begianing of 
““ the 20th Article of our Church, viz. That the Church hath 
‘SS Pomer-r0 decree -Rites.and Ceremonies, and Authority in Cantro- 
| 86 ayer fies 
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« erfies of Faith; it being not to be found in the Latin or 
“¢ Englifh Articles of Edward VI, or Q, Elizabeth, ratify’d by 
“ parliament; or in any Copies before that .printed Anne 
“ y6u8, with the King’s Declaration before it”: Our Au- 
thor proceeds to obferve, That the Truth of this contefted 
Claufe, is a great Prefumption in Favour of its Authority, 
And that it is in it felf true, he endeavours to make it appear 


by the following Arguments. 


Fit, The Teftimony of the Scripture, which fuppofes and 
declares. this Authority and Power to be eflentially vefted in 
the Church: Seoondly, From the Nature of the Church, and 
the Reafon of the thing it felf:; And, Thirdly, From the conftant 
Prattice of the Catholic, and of all National Churches; and 
indeed of all particular Sects that have call’d themfelves 
Churches, in every Age, and in al] Places. I need not tran. 
fcribe what our Author advances under thefe Heads, in Proof 
of this DoGtrin, That the Church bath Power to decree Rites and 
Ceremonies, and Authority in Controverfies of Faith, into this 
Place ; indeed it is too long for my Purpofe, aud cannot eafily . 
be brought within fo very fhort a Compafs, without lofing - 
fomething of its Force; what our Author argues from the 
Truth of this Claufe in favour of its Authority, is as follows. 


Since therefore, the Subje& Matter of the Affirmative Claufe - 
of the Church’s Power is certainly true; fince every Church 
muft of neceflity have all that Authority which is afcrib’d to - 
ours in this Claufe ; and fince it is no other than what hath 
been ever both claim’d and exercisd by all the Churches in 
World; and. is by ours, even in thefe very Articles (as in - 
the latter Part of this 2oth, and in the 6th) exclufive of this 
contefted Claufe: It hence follows, That if this Claufe be a 
Forgery, yet at leaft it is not a Forgery of an Article that in 
it felf is not true, nor an Interpolation of any thing into the 
Articles, but what was evidently there before, tho’ nor all of 
it in fuch exprefs Terms: Nay, nothing can bea greater - 
Prefumption of the Falfity of the Charge of its being a For- 
gery, than the Truth of the:Claufe alledg’d to be forged ; and 
that all the Power aflerted in it, was aGually contain’d ia the 
Articles before: For tho’ it was certainly worth the while ro 


add to the Articles an exprefs Affirmation of a Power and 
Authoe, 
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Authority, which was part of it only imply’d in ’em before. 
yet Men muft be depriv’d of common Senfe as well as Con. 
{cience, that wou’d encounter with all the Difficulties anq 
Hazards of a Forgery, and rifque the numerous Inconveni. 
encies confequent upon the Difcovery of it, not to procure 
themfelves any new Power, but only a fuller Declaration of 
the Powet they already had, which there was fo little Need 
of Recourfe to fuch Meafures for obtaining, that it was not 
likely, when propos’d, to meet with the leaft Oppofition. 
And upon this Account, ‘it rather Jies upon the Adverfaries of 
-this Claufe, to fhew that there cou’d be any tolerable Reafon 
to induce the Clergy to commit this Forgery, than upon the 
‘Clergy to prove themfelves innocent of fo foul a Practice. 


‘In proceeding farther into the Merits of the Caufe, our Au- 
‘thor obferves, that Archbifhop Lawa’s Anfwer to Mr. Burton’s 
Accufation, is, That the Articles of Edward VI, and thofe 
made under'Q Elizabeth, differ’d very much ; and that thofe 
of Edward VI, were not then binding; and that therefore 
whether the controverted Claufe were‘in or out of ’em, was 
not material; but that as to the Articles of Q. Elizabeth, to 
fhew the Falfhood and Boldnefs of the Obje@ors, he had then 
by him four feveral Copies of the Articles, all with the dif- 
puted Claufe in them; and yet all printed before the Year 
1628; vtz, Three in Engiih, printed in the Years 1612, 
1605, and 15933; and one in Latin, publifh’d Anno 1563: 
which was one of the firft printed Copies, if not the firft of 
all, for the Articles were agreed on but the 29th of Fann- 


“ary, 1§63. 


The Archbifhop, our Author obferves, does not fpeak of 
thefe four, as of the only Copies extant before the Year 1628, 
which had the affirmitive Claufe of the Church’s Power in 
them ; nor pretend to give any compleat Lift of the printed 
‘Editions of the Articles, as the Author of Pricftcrafe woud mif- 
reprefent him; butthinks it a fufficient Evidence of the Bold- 
nefs and Falfhood of his Accufers (who affirm’d that the Claufe 
was in no Copy ’till that Year) that himfelf was able, out of 
‘his own Store, to fhew it infomany, and fo antiently. 


But, 
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_ But, my Lords, fays the Archbifhop, I thall make it plainer 
yet ; for ’tis not fit concerning an Article of Religion, and an 
Article of fuch Confequence for the Order, Truth, and Peace 
of this Church, you fhou’d rely upon my Copies, be they ne- 
yer fo many, or never fo ancient; therefore I fent to the 
publick Records in my Office ; and here, under my Officer’s 
Hand, who isa public Notary, is return’d me the 2oth Arti- 
cle, with this affirmative Claufe in it ; and there is alfo the 
whole Body ofthe Articles to be feen. 


What therefore, fays the Author of Prieftcraft, to this De- 
fence of the Archbifhop? He tells us, That Archbifhop Laud, 
(who in his Speech in the.Star-Chamber, endeavours to vin- 
dicate the Authority of this Claufe againft the fore-mention’d 
Paflage of Burton) does not deny what Burton alledges, That 
it is not to be found in the Articles ratify’d by Parliament ; 
but only labours to prove, Firs#, That he himfelf did not 
forge the Claufe ; and, Secondly, argues for the Authority of 
the Claufe, from feveral ancient printed Copies, and from 
the publick Records kept in his Office. And it cannot be 
doubted, concludes he, but his Zeal for that Claufe wou'd 
have led him to affirm, That it was ratify’d by Parliament, 
had not the Matter of Faé&t been very notorious. 


In anfwer to this, our Author obferves, That as it is evi- 
dent, that the Archbifhop did effe@tually vindicate this Claufe 
from what is objected to it by Burtor, of its being forgd by 
the Prelates, and being to. be met with in no Copy ’till 1628; 
. fo the Reafon why he did not affirm that the Claufe was ra- 
tify'd by Parliament, might be this; That he was of the fame 
Opinion with his Chaplain Dr. Heylin, that the Articles them- 
felves never receiv’d any fuch formal Ratification; one of 
the principal Defigns of the 13th of Queen Elizabeth, being 
only to oblige the Clergy, to fubfcribe the Articles, and give 
a Check to the Forwardnefs of fome, who look upon ’em to 
raife ObjeGions againft them. However, ’tis evident from 
the A& it felf, that the Articles to which it enjoin’d Subfcri- 
Pption, were thofe agreed on in the Convocation of 15623 fo 
that if this Injunction to fubfcribe ’em, imply’d a Ratification of 
the Articles; then were they the Arcicles of 1562, that were 

Qq thus 
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thus ratify’d by Parliament; and confequently, the Archbj. 
fhop having prov’d® by an authentick Copy from the public 
Records, that the controverted Clavfe was contain’d in the 
Articles of 1562; this was at the fame time, an inconteftable 
Proof, that the Claufe was alfo ratify’d by Parliament. 


tf the controverted Claufe was in the Original Record of 
the Convocation, in which the Articles fitf pafs'd, it was 
moft inevitable, that it muft have alfo pafs’d with ’em; and 
if it had not been in chat Record, or there had been no fach 
Record then extant, wou'd the Archbifhop have ventur’d to 
appeal to ic? Wou'd hehave prefum’d to impofe a falfeCopy 
upon af] that preat Auditory, not to fay upon the whole Na- 
tion ? And wow’d any publick Notary have dar’d to fign fuch 
a ‘Copy, either when there was no Original’Extant, or when 
the Original, which had'been thus falfify'd, was-fo very near, 
and all ‘Men might have free Accefs to it, for-any thing that 
appears to the contrary? Yet the Archbifhop did not only 
appeal to it thus in public, where it was: neceflary for his 
Defence ; but in his own private Notes, where he cou’d have 
no Inducement toit, but the Love of Truth; wz. Ina Vo- 
lume of Articles, Canons, Gc. noted’ with his own Hand; 
on the Margin of one of thofe Copies of the Articles cited by 
him in the Star-Chamber, he. has pat down the Difference 
between the Articles of 1562, and thofe of King Edward VI. 
And having fcor’'d the Lines of the controverted Claufe of 
the 20th Article, has writ thefe Words-overagainft it: Thefe 
two Lines are not in Art: 21. Edw. VI. and are left out in the 
Latin Copy of 'thefe Articles, printed 1471. But the Words are in 
the Original Copy of ‘the Articks. Befides that, none at that 
time deny that thete was any fuch publick Record as the 
Archbifhiop appeal’d to, or that this Claufe was in it. 


Before ott Author-confiders what this Gentleman advances 
againft this Record, ‘he ‘produces another pofitive Evidence 
for it, befides ‘that ofthe Archbifhop ; and that is of'lis Chap- 
Jain Dr. Heylin'; who fays,. as that Author himfelf quotes 
him, That having Occafion to confult'the Records of Convocation, 
he found this controverted Claufe of the Church’s Power verbatim; 
thus much, Nie fays, be can fay of bis own Knowledge, 


The 
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The fr Objeétions the Anthor of Prishleraf makes againft 
this Original Record of the Articles, are by way of Queltion, 
viz, On what Day this Record was agreed to, and fubfcrib’d 2 
By whom ? And in what Manner ? If it was fubfcrib’d, fays 
he, before Archbifhop Parker’s Manufeript, it can be of no 
Validity to eftablifh the Authority of the controverted 
Claufe; the fubfequent Subfcription of Parker’s Manufcript 
nulling all former Subfcriptions: if it was not fubfcrib’d 
by both Houfes of Convocation, itis, proceeds he, of no Va: 
lidity againft a Record fubfcrib’d. by both Houfes, as Archbi- 
fhop Parker’s is: And if it was fubferibed in that Manner in 
which he has heard a Latim Copy is fubfcribd in the Bedleiax 
Library, he furmifes that Archbifhop £ayd might mean that 
Book by his Original Record: And then attempts to prove the 
Forgery of that Scrole of Subfcriptions. Our Author anfwers 
thefe Queries and Surmifes, as clearly and fully as they de- 
ferve; but I cannot tranfcribe what he offers into this 


_ Place, 


His fecond Argument, to prove that there cou'd be no fuch 
Record in the Archbifhop’s Office at that time, is, That the 
Original Articles were left with Archbifhop Parker, (as ap- 
pears from the Poftfcript of the Latin Edition of them, printed 
Anno 1562, cited from Bifhop Pearfox) and that they were 
given by him as a Legacy to Corpas Chriftt College in Cam- 
bridge, at his Death, in 1575, where they ftillremain. And 
here our Author asks ; Cou’d the Original Record of the Ar- 
ticles be given away as a Legacy ? The Archbifhop might as 
well have given away the Library, or the Palace at Lambeth, 
‘or even the Archbifhoprick. But our Author has other Argu- 
ments to prove, that the Manufcript of Corpus Chrifti College, 
1s no authentic Record of the Original Articles; and pro- 
duces them when he comes to {peak more particularly of that, 
and the other Manufcript Copy of the Articles there; where 
he confiders alfo his shird Argument againft the Original Re- 
cord, taken from the pretended Authority of Archbifhop 
Parker, in this Cafe. 


_ His fourth Argument, to prove that there were no Records 
ta the Archbithop of Canterbury's Office proper to determin 
Qqg2 the 
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the Queftion before us in Archbifhop Laua’s Time, is taken 
from a Paflage of Dr. Heylin’s Life of that Archbifhop ; the 
Sum of which is as follows: Dr. Afocket, Chaplain to Archbi- 
fhop Abber, having publifh’d in Latin, the Liturgy of our 
Church, the public Catechifms, the 39 Articles, the Book of 
Ordinations, and feveral do&rinal Points out of the Homilies, 
together, with Bifhop Jemel’s Apology, Mr. Noel’s Catechifin, 
and his own Politia Ecclefie Anglicane , and, with more Zeal 
for the Honour of our Church abroad, than Knowledge of 
its Conftitution, having leaven’d this Collection with the Do- 
étrin of Calvin, the Book was call’d in, and burnt ; and was 
generally conceiv’d, fays Dr. Heylin, to have far’d the worfe 
for the Author’s Sake, and he not the better for the Arch. 
bifhop’s, between whom, and the Bifhop of Winchefter, 
there had been fome Differences, which the reft of the 
Court-Bifhops were apt enough to make ufe of to his Difad- 
vantage. He adds, That his making the Faft-Days appointed 
in the Liturgy, to be commanded and obferv’d for politic 
Confiderations only, might poflibly have given fome juft Of. 
fence ; but that he conceiv’d the true Caufe of the Books be- 


ing burnt, was the leaving the affirmative Claufe of the 
Church’s Power out of the zoth Article. 


From this Paflage, the Author of Priefcraft raifes various 
Suppofitions; and argues, first, .That if Afocket’s Book was 
burnt out of Enmity to his Patron; and if-the Reafons pub- 
lickly affigned, were what the Doctor fuggefts; and if the 
Doétor conceives aright, as to the true Caufe of burning it, 
then the Claufe of the Church’s Power muft be a pure piece of 
Forgery; becaufe the affigning the Omiffion of that Claufe as 
a publick Reafon for burning his Book, wou’d have been fo 
glorious an Opportunity for the Court-Bifhops to fhew their 

, Enmity to Abbot, that their doing that, is an Evidence that 
they coud not defend the Authority of the Claufe: And /- 
condly, That this Book of Aocket’s difcovering the Archbi- 
fhop’s Judgment, and that in-all Likelihood of many other Di- 
vines of-that time, whereby the Authority of the Claufe was 
render’d very fafpicious; the Court-Bifhops'wou’d, as well in 
Regard to the Claufe, as in Enmity to the Archbifhop, have _ 
taken Care to remove that Sufpicion, by producing the Re- 
cords out of the. Archbifhop’s Office, which were -as van 

then, 
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thea, as in Archbifhop’s Lana’s time, if there had’ been any 
fuch thing there: 


Omitting our Author’s other Anfwers to thefe Reafonings,. 
from the Paflages alledg’d out of Dr. Heylin, he obferves, 
That tho’ Dr. Mockee’s leaving out the Affirmative Claufe of 
the Church’s Power, were the true Caufe of burning his 
- Book; yet it is not certain either, Fis#, That the Court- 
Bifhops were fo glad of all Occafions, to fhew their Enmity 
to Archbifhop Abbot, as this Gentleman conclides from 
Dr. Heylin’s Account of this Matter :. Or, Secondly, That this 
was fo glorious an Opportunity of doing that, as he reprefents 
it: Or, Tairdly, that however they might not have good 
Reafons. againft gratifying fuch an. Inclination at that 


Junciure.. 


Dr, Heylin fays, indeed, That there having been fome Dift 
ferences betwixt Archbifhop 4bdor, and Bifhop Montague, the 
reft of the Court-Bifhops were apt enough to make ufe of 
’em to the Archbifhop’s Difadvantage; but this Expreffion 
cannot candidly be ftrain’d fo far, as to conclude from thence a 
Readinefs in them to take any Advantage againft him, that did 
not. become Chriftian Bifhops, Neither might they think 
this fo glorious an Opportunity of fhewing their Enmity a- 
gainft the Archbifhop; but on the contrary, they might think, 
either that the Archbifhop was not to anfwer for the Faults 
of his Chaptain; or that leaving out the controverted Claufe 
might admit of a more plaufible Excufe than either of the o- 
ther Reafons alledgd for burning the Book; for that this 
Claufe being an Addition to the Article of the Authority of 
the Church, as it was pafs’d in the Convocation of 1552, and 
continu’d to the Fifth Year of Queen Elizabeth, it might be 
pleaded in Dr. Mocket’s Behalf, that by omitting this Claufe, 
he had not fo much falfify’d the Article, as only printed it 
according to the old Editions of it in Edward VI's Time; 
judging that this Article, as it ftood then, woud be 
better receiv’d by the Reformd Churches Abroad, ce. 
Befides that, what ever Inclinations the Court-Bifhops might 
have to fhew their Enmity againft Archbifhop bbor, and how 
glorious an Opportunity fo ever they might think this of 
fhewing it, yet they might have good Reafons oe 

 tifying 
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‘téfying fuch an Inclination at that Junéture; as about this 


time the King took a Progrefs into Scotland, where the Prof. 
byterians were fo jealous that the Defign of his Journey was 
to work an Uniformity between the Churches of both King- 
doms, that he was fcarce fettled in Edinburgh when they 
‘began to declaim againft it'in their Pulpits, &c. and at fuch a 
Junéture, tho’ it might be thought moft requifite to animad. 
vert feverally upon a Book, that might feem compos’d in - 
Oppofition to fo pious a Defign; yet fince it was not, it feems, 
a proper Sedafon to publifh the Defign, it might not be 
thought fit to irritate the Party, by too feverely mortifying 
their great Favourerthe Archbifhop. 


As to Dr. Mocket’s Books, fhewing the Judgment of Arch- 
bifhop Abbot, and in all Probability, of a great many other 
‘Divines at that time, as it is a precarious Affertion, fo ad. 
smitting it to be true, it vifibly makes nothing at all againft 
the Authority of the controverted Claufe. 


Pafling by our Author’s Anfwer to this Gentleman’s Fifth 
Argument againft the Original Record of the Articles ap- 
peal’d to by Archbifhop Laud, and that to the Sixth: as al- 
fo, his Vindication of the later Part of Archbifhop Laxd’s 
‘Speech againft that Gentleman’s Exceptions ; and leaving the 
Reader to have Recourfe to the Book it felf for *em: I come 
to his, Anfwer to the Argument againft the Authority of the 


«controverted Claufe, drawn from the two pretended Origi- 


nals of the Articles, fubfcrib’d by the Convocations of 1562, 
and 1571; in both which, that Claufe is undoubtedly 
wanting. 


And here our Author utterly denies, That thefe two Manvu- 
feripts of Corpus Chrifti College, are the Authentic Records of 
the Articles pafs’d in thofe two Convocations ; or are of a- 
ny Authority in the Cafe before us: And this he endeavours 
to make good, Firf, in general, of both Manuferipts toge- 
ther; and, Secondly, in particular, of each of them fingly. 
With. regard to ‘em both ingeneral, he obferves, Fir,f, That 
whereas Records are generally ingrofs'd in Parchment, in 
Black, large Characters; thefe two Manufcripts are on Pa- 
per, neither of them ingrofs’d ; and the later ina pale fmall 
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Hand, not very correctly written. Secondly , That’ they 
Rave neither of them the Royal Authority, by which, by 
the A@ of Submiffion, the Articles muft have been, and 
a@tually were confirm, and that wpon Record. And, 
Third, That they were both given ‘to Bemner-Colloge Library, 
as a Legacy, ‘by Archbilhop Panber , which Records coud nat 
have been, No fingle Perfon having ‘any feparate Propriety 
ga them > tho’ the Archbifhop thad a Propricty im all the. 
preparatory Papers of the Convocations of which: he was 
Prefident.- 


His Arguments ageinft the Manufcript of 1562, are, That: 
this Manufcript, according to Mr. Strype’s Account of it, is. 
only a foul ‘preparatory Draught of the Articles, That all the - 
Subfcribers Names are not to it.,.that if the Alterations in. 
it were pofferior to the Subfcription, it has no Relation to the 
39 Articles ; if prior, there ‘muft have been fome Memorandum 
of themalfo fubfcrib’d, both to fignifie, that the Strokes of 
minium made init, were defign’d for Alterations, and that - 
they were‘made previous tothe: Sub{fcription; that this Ma- 
nufcript refers to the Autogrephum, and therefore is not the 
Autograpbum it felf. Our Author is particular upon ‘each of 
thefe Heads, and then. anfwers the Objection from the Poft- 
feript of Wolfe’s Edition ; but I cannot tranfcribe what he of- 
fers wpon thofe Occafions, into this Place. 


As-to the Manufcript of 1571, our Author obferves, againft 
its ‘being an Original Record, that it is not even an intire - 
preparatory.Subfcription to the Articles, no not fo much ‘as 
of one Houfe ; that it is a Subfcription, as there exprefs’d, . 
‘only to. 38 ‘Articles; tho’ the Miftake be in the Numbers, and 
not in the Articles themfelves; that it feems to have fome 
Additions to it of later Date, not confiftent with its being 
a Record; and that the Articles fign’d by the Upper Houfe of 
this Convocation were likely a printed Book, as thofe fub- 
fcrib’d by the Lower; at leaft, they were the Articles of 
1962, ‘which contai'd ‘the Clanfe which is wanting in this~ 
Manufoript, : 
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The Difficulty that remains with Refpec& to thefe two 
_ Manufcripts, is, to give fome tolerable Account of them ; 
chow they came to be fubfcrib’d ; one: by both Houfes of the 
Convocation of 1562, two or three Bifhops excepted ; and 
-the other by geeat part of the Upper Houfe of the Convocation 
of 1571; and as this is not very eafy to do, fo our Author 
looks upon it as. not: very neceflary: It being enough that 
che has fhew’d, that neither of thefe Manufcripts are the Ori- 
ginal Records of the Convocation they refer to, And if 
they be not thofe Originals, then they can be of no Autho- 
rity in the Queftion before us; neither is it of any Impor- 
‘tance, with Relation to the contefted Claufe of the 20th 
Article, that it is not found in either» of. thefe Manufcripts; 
and it-may therefore, feem a Matter of Curiofity, rather than 
‘Ulfe, to trouble our felves with any farther Enquiry about 
‘em. “However, our Author is very-large and full upon this 
Subject, refolving a great many Difficulties about thefe Manu- 
fcripts; anfwering the Defcription of the Original Re- 
cord, from which the Author of Priefcrafe wou’d inform it 
0 be no other than the Bemmet-Manufcript of 1562; fhewing, 
that the Astographum, whether Record, or another prepara- 
tory Subfcription, might be fign’d after this Manufcript, and 
yet bear the fame Date; that altho’ the Autographum were 
tranfcrib’d from this Mannfcript, yet it did not therefore 
want the contefted Claufe; that fome things in this Manu- 
‘fcript. mutt have been alter’d, and that the proper time of 
altering ‘em, was between this preparatory Subfcription, 
rand the Ingrofling of it; that the Infertion of the contefted 
AClaufe, was an Emendation very proper to be made with 
she reft; and that that, and the other Alterations were atu- 
ally made at that time. 


And whereas the Author of Priefcraft takes the Liberty to 
aflert, That, admitting the contefted Claufe to have been in 
the ingrofs'd Inftrument, ftill the ingrofs’d Inftrument wou'd 
not be of equal Authority with she preparatory Subfcription ; 
our Author asks, Was not this Ingroffment {ubfequent to that 
Paper ? And was not the pafling of this, whether by Subfcri- 


ption, or vive voce, pofterior to the figning of the other? 
. thea 











‘ fo2 May, 1726. se. 3B 
* hen muft not the fubfequent Subfcription (or voting) of this 
ingrofs’d Inftrument null all former Subfcriptions? Why elfe 
were not thefe Manufcripts pleaded againft Archbifhop Leud, 
while the Record was ftillin Being, but chat his Adyerfaries 
had more Senfe than to imagine that any preparatory Inftru- 
ments whatever, cou’d be of the leaft Authority againft the 
Record it felf? This was the final Agreement to the Articles, 
and was accordingly ratify’ by the Queen, which is not pre- 
tended of any of thofe Paper preparatory Subfcriptions; and 
fherefore, even at this Day, to argue.from any of them what 
was, and what was not pafs’d with thefe Articles, contrary te 
the exprefS Letter of the ingrofs’d Record, for which we have 
the Teftimony both of an Authentic Copy, and of an Eye- 
Witnefs, our Author looks upon as the fame Degree of Folly, 
as it wou'd be, if the Model of St.-Pauls, from which the 
Building varies in many Inftances, fhou'd happen to outlive 
the Church, to argue from that Models confifting in the 
Main only of one Order of Building, that the Body of the 
Church did not contain two Orders, tho’ there were Eye- 
Witnefles to the contrary, that had feen it ftanding. 

After this, our Author proceeds to give fome farther Ac- 
counts of thefe Manufcripts ; to anfwer the Argument of the 
Author of Prieffcraft, againft the Claufe from Dr. Fuller; te 
fhew, that he brings in Bp. Pearfon unjuftly to atteft that the 
controverted Claufe was wanting in the Book of Articles refer’d 
_ to by Parliament ; to vindicate Bifhop Pearfon from the Refle- 

tions caft upon him, by producing, or inftancing ‘in, three 
feveral different Editions with the controverted Claufe in 
them Printed by Fugge and Cawood, in 1571; and to feve- 
ral other curious and ufeful Particulars in Anfwer to feveral 
Affertions of the Author of Prieftcraft in Perfettson, which I 
i not Room fo much as to give any brief Hints of ia this 
Co 
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The State of Learning, 
FRANCE | 


Emarques de Medicine fur differens Sujets, principale. 

AX ment, fur fe qui regarde la figneée, la purgation & Ia 
boiffon. Par M. Nicolas Andry, Dodcteur Regent de 1a Faculté 
de Medecine de Paris, Le@eur & Profeffeur Royal. A Paris 
1710, 1% 120. p. 291, 

Traite de l’Obeiffauce des Chretiens aux Puiflances tempo- 
relles; ot. Jon montre par PEcriture Sainte & par |’Hiftoire 
de PEglife, en quoy les Chretiens doivent obeir. 4 leur Sou. 
verains de contraire Religion ; en quoy ils doivent refufer de 
leur obéir, & quelle conduite ils.doivent lenir dans leur refus. 
Par M. Brueys, de Montpellier 4 Paris 1710. in 120. p. 200. 

Reponfe 4 Qeulques Critiques fur lar Diflértation de Menés, 
_ 06 Pon éclaircit plufieurs endroits importants de l’Hiftoire Sa. 

_ ¢rée & prophane. Par M. I’ Abbe Sevin. A Paris, 1710. in. 
320. p. 63. 


HOLLAND. 


Sulpitii féveri que extant opera omnia, in duos Tomos 
diftributa, quorum prior continet antehac edita, cum notis 
Joannis Vorftii, alter Epiftolas antea cum reliquis operibus 
nondum editas; ex recenfione & cum notis Joannis Clerict 
Lipfie 1709. in 8vo. p. 600. : . 


GERMANY, 


Enchiridion: ftudiofi, Arabice confcriptum-a Borhandeddino 
_ Alzernouchi, cum’ duplici verfione Latina, alter4’a Friderico 
Roftgaard fub aufpiciis Jofephi Banefe,, maronite Syri, Romz. 
elaborata ; alter4 Abrahami Ecchellenfis. Ex mufeo Roftgar- 
diano-edidit Hadrianus Relandus, Traje&i ad Rhenum, apud 
Golielmum Broedelet. 1709. in 8v0, p, 250. 
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NNO Tk, bux de Luce, Libri tres, in Quorum primo amb!- 
gu locutiones, in fecundo varie ac dubiz lectiones, quz in 
vulgata Latina S. Scripture editionz occurrunt, ex Origina 
lium ‘Linguarum Textibus illuftrantur, & ita ad determinatum 
clarumque fenfum, certamq; aut :verofimiliorem le@ionem re- 
ducuntur; in Tertio agitur de Editione Sigti V. fa&a Anno 
1590, multaque ajia tratantur, que (faltem pleraque) omnes 
hactenus latuerunt Theologos, & Sacre Scriptura Interpretes, 
Collegit & digeffit frater Henricus de Buckentop Ord. F. F. 
minorum Recolle&orum, in Acad Lovanienfi $- Theologiz 


LeGor Jubilatus, Coloniz 1710. in gte, p. 536. 
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